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HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, December 13, 1876. 

[Circular. | 

Hereafter as far as practicable, for trains operating in the 
interior of the Department, enlisted men will be detailed on 
“ extra duty ” as teamsters in the Quartermaster’s Depart¬ 
ment. 

By command ok Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 

Official : Assistant Adjutant General. 


A ide-de-Camp. 
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HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
Sax Antonio, Texas, December 11, 1876. 
General Orders ( 

No. 19. ( 

Captain James F. Gregory, Corps of Engineers, having re¬ 
ported at these Headquarters in accordance with paragraph 
VII, Special Orders No. 287, current series. Headquarters of 
the Army, Adjutant General’s Office, is assigned to duty as 
Chief Engineer Officer of this Department, relieving First 
Lieutenant William Hoffman, 11th Infantry, now in charge 
of Engineer Office. 

By command ok Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official : 


A ide-de-Camp. 



















HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, November 3, 1876. 

General Orders \ 

No. 18. f 

1. Sales of subsistence stores will be made as follows, 
viz: to officers (including retired officers), for the use of 
themselves and their families, and to commanding officers 
of companies, or other organizations, for the use of the 
messes of such companies or organizations. 

2. The sale of subsistence stores to those not included in 
above paragraph, except to exploring and surveying expedi¬ 
tions especially authorized by law and under the provisions 
of General Orders from the War Department, No. 50, series 
of 1875, is strictly forbidden. 

3. When an officer of the Army is absent from his family, 
his wife, or other member thereof, may, in his name, make 
such purchases on the same terms and conditions as the 
officer himself: Provided, that the officer shall, in writing, 
have notified the commissary at the place where the pur¬ 
chases are to be made that he has authorized such person to 
make purchases, giving his or her name and designation. 
Such notifications shall also state the number and designa¬ 
tion of the persons composing the family of the officer. 

4. The Subsistence Department is not to be understood as 
required to deliver stores or receive payment therefor else¬ 
where than at the subsistence storehouse. 

5. A commissary may decline selling to any officer a greater 
quantity of stores than he believes proper for the persons 
composing such officer’s family. 

6. Officers purchasing stores from the Subsistence Depart¬ 
ment should, as far as practicable, procure them monthly. 

7. Officers are prohibited from paying their boarding bills 
in orders for subsistence stores; nor will they give such or¬ 
ders to parties not entitled thereto under previous para¬ 
graphs. 

8. It is not the intention of previous orders to deprive 
officers who are boarding of the right to purchase limited 





amounts of subsistence stores for the personal use of them¬ 
selves or families; but officers in charge of subsistence sup¬ 
plies will exercise a sound discretion in making these sales, 
and when the cost of supplies asked for exceeds the sum of 
ten dollars for each member of such officer’s family the 
case will be submitted to the Department Commander for 
his action. 

9. All sales will be made on the terms and conditions pre¬ 
scribed in paragraph 1229, Revised U. S. Army Regulations 
of 1863. Should, however, the officer in charge of subsis¬ 
tence supplies fail to collect cash for the stores as required 
by said paragraph, he will, at the end of each month, send 
to these Headquarters all unpaid bills of officers, .in order 
that they may be forwarded to the Paymaster General of the 
Army, in accordance with paragraph No. 1144, Revised 
Statutes. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 

Official: Assistant Adjutant General. 


A ide-de-Camp. 






HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, November 2, 1876. 

General Orders) 

No. 17. f 

Second Lieutenant J. C. Ord, 25tli Infantry, is appointed 
and announced as Aide-de-Camp to the Brigadier General 
commanding the Department—to take effect November 1, 
1876. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 

Official: Assistant Adjutant General. 


A ide-de-Camp. 







HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, October 25, 1876. 
General Orders) 

No. 16. ( 

For convenience of movement and concentration of troops, 
a District, to be known as the District of the Nueces, with 
headquarters at Fort Duncan, and embracing the posts of 
Duncan, Clark and San Felipe, is hereby established, and 
Lieutenant Colonel W. R. Shafter, 24th Infantry, is assigned 
to the command thereof. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord : 

J. H. TAYLOR, 

Official : Assistant Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 
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HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS. 
San Antonio, Texas, October 25, 1876. 

General Orders ? 

No. 15. f 

Department transportation is required to transport troops 
and authorized baggage of officers moving under orders 
and under special instructions from Washington; when 
not so engaged, to transport supplies instead of hired 
transportation; therefore applications for the diversion of 
Government transportation from its legitimate uses, for 
such purposes as the transportation of officers’ furniture or 
families, returning from, or going on, leave, will not be 
considered, and post commanders will be governed accord¬ 
ingly- 

By command of Brigadier General Ord : 

J. H. TAYLOR, 

Official i Assistant Adjutant General* 


Aide-de-Camp. 
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HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, October 20, 1876. 
General Orders i 
No. 14. f 

Proceedings of courts martial in certain cases recently 
received for revision at these Headquarters exhibit a 
culpable disregard of orders, and neglect of duty, requiring, 
instead of words, stringent measures for correction. 

There is no excuse when prisoners are allowed to escape 
merited punishment because courts or judge advocates are 
not sworn before trial; because proceedings are closed and 
forwarded without being properly signed; or when a prison¬ 
er is tried by name and convicted, and another man is sen¬ 
tenced in his stead. 

Hereafter, when proceedings of courts martial are for¬ 
warded to these Headquarters exhibiting either of the 
culpable neglects specified, charges will be prepared against 
the president and judge advocate of such court, and meas¬ 
ures taken to bring them to trial. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 

Official : Assistant Adjutant General. 


A ide-de-Camp. 
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HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, October 11, 1876. 
General Orders \ 

No. 13. \ 

1. Captain C. B. Penrose, Commissary of Subsistence, U. 
S. Army, having reported at these Headquarters in ac¬ 
cordance with paragraph YI, Special Orders No. 51, current 
series, War Department, Adjutant General’s Office, is as¬ 
signed to duty and announced as Chief Commissary of Sub- 
sistance of this Department, and Purchasing and Depot 
Commissary of Subsistence at San Antonio, Texas. 

2. At the end of the current month, he will receive 
from Captain Herman Schreiner, 9th Cavalry, Acting Chief 
Commissary of Subsistence of the Department, all public 
funds and property for which he is accountable. 

3. Captain H. Schreiner, 9th Cavalry, having completed 
the transfer of his property, &c., and closed his papers, will 
take post at Austin, Texas. 

COMMAND OF BRIGADIER GENERAL CRD: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 

Official : Assistant Adjutant General. 


A ide-de-Camp. 
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HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, October 9, 1876. 

[Circular. | 

The commanding officers of Forts Concho,Davis,McKavett, 
post of San Antonio and Fort Stockton will send at the end of 
each month, direct, to the Sheriff of Travis county, at Aus¬ 
tin, Texas, a descriptive list of deserters from their com¬ 
mands. 

The commanding officers of Forts Clark, Concho, Davis, 
Duncan, McIntosh, McKavett, post of San Antonio and Fort 
Stockton will send at the end of each month, direct, to the 
City Marshal (John Dobbin) of San Antonio a descriptive 
list of deserters from their commands. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 

Official : Assistant Adjutant General. 


A ide-de-Camp. 
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HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, October 2, 1876. 
General Orders } 

No. 12. f 

Hereafter, commanding officers of posts will not allow Gov¬ 
ernment transportation to leave their posts for the purpose 
of going to rail or stage termini unless authority is obtained 
from these Headquarters, excepting in cases of paymasters 
on their own application, to signal officers as provided for 
in circular orders from these Headquarters, and that neces¬ 
sary for pursuit of deserters as far as may be deemed neces¬ 
sary ; the term transportation includes ambulances. 

Post commanders will be held strictly responsible that 
this order is complied with. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 

Official : Assistant Adjutant General. 


A ide-de-Camp. 






. 












HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, September 22 , 1876. 
General Orders) 

No. 11. f 

So much of General Orders No. 1, series of 1875, from 
these Headquarters, as relates to furnishing lists of ord¬ 
nance and ordnance stores on hand to the Chief Ordnance 
Officer of the Department, is hereby rescinded. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 

Official : Assistant A djutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 








HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, September 22, 1876. 

[Circular. | 

Post commanders will report, with as little delay as prac¬ 
ticable, whether in their judgment the interests of the 
service will be subserved by turning in the experimental 
intrenching tools and trowel bayonets now in the hands of 
troops under their command. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 

Official : Assistant Adjutant General. 


A ide-de-Camp. 
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HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, September 14, 1876. 

[Circular. | 

In order that the measurements may be verified, and 
errors corrected in the reports of target practice, post com¬ 
manders will require company commanders to submit with 
their reports of target practice a diagram of the target, 
certified on its face by the officer present at the practice, 
showing the exact position of each hit, and accompanied by 
a scale by which measurements can be verified. These 
diagrams will be forwarded with the consolidated report 
to Department Headquarters. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

.J. II. TAYLOR, 

Official: Assistant Adjutant General. 


A ide-de-Camp. 











HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, September 8, 1876. 

[Circular. | 

Post commanders will cause to be furnished from their 
posts on requisition of the officer in charge of the construc¬ 
tion of the military telegraph lines in this Department 
such aid in its construction and repair as can be done with¬ 
out detriment to the service, and the Quartermaster’s De¬ 
partment will furnish such material and transportation as 
may be needed and can be properly supplied by that de¬ 
partment. 

Uy command of Brigadier General Okd: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 

Official: Assistant Adjutant General. 


A ide-de-Cainp. 









HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, September 6, 1876. 

[Circular. | 

I. Officers detailed on recruiting service at posts in this 
Department will report at end of each five days the number 
of men enlisted—giving arm of service—and regiment for 
which recruited, and disposition made of them. These re¬ 
ports will be sent direct to the Superintendents of the Gen¬ 
eral Recruiting Service at Saint Louis and New York, and 
should be accompanied by descriptive lists and such other 
information as may be required. Abstract of the reports, 
showing number of men enlisted, arm of the service, and 
regiments for whicli recruited, will be forwarded to these 
Headquarters. 

II. The following is the apportionment of enlisted men of 
regiments serving in this Department: Cavalry—8th and 
10th Regiments, 1202 each; Infantry—10th and 11th Reg¬ 
iments, 545 each, and 24th and 25th Regiments, 305 each. 

By command of Bkigadieii General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 

Official : Assistant Adjutant General. 


A ide-de-Camp. 
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HEADQUARTERS MIL. DIY. OF THE PACIFIC, 
San Francisco, June 24, I816. 

To Commanding General, 

Department of Texas, 

San Antonio, Texas. 

g IR •—By direction of the Major General commanding, the 
following opinion of the Attorney General is communicated 
for the information of all concerned: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, June 2, 1876. 

Hon. J. D. Cameron, 

Secretary of War. 

g IR •_in reply to the letter of your predecessor, of the 6th 

of Mav received upon the 8th, I would respectfully say that 
the clerk of a Quartermaster is so employed in the service 
of the United States as to be amenable to the junsoiction ot 
a Court Martial for any violation of the sixtieth Article, of 
the Articles of War-R. S., 235. The reasoning ot GeutraL 
Schofield, in his communication,of which you have favoied 
me with a copy, commends itself to my judgment, and leads ; 
me to the conclusion that it is substantially correct. 

Very respectfully, 

Your obedient servant, 

[Signed.] ALFONSO TAFT, 

Attorney General. 

The communication referred to by the Attorney General 
is as follows: 

HEADQUARTERS MIL. DIY. OF THE PACIFIC, 
San Francisco, April 12, 18(6. 

To the Adjutant General, 

United States Army, 

Washington, D. C. 

Sir:—I desire to respectfully invite the attention of the 
Honorable Secretary of War to the question of military ju¬ 
risdiction in the cases of certain crimes specified in tfie six¬ 
tieth (60) Article of War, when committed by persons, 
other than officers and soldiers, “in the military service. 

This question has arisen out of the caseot a Quaitei mas¬ 
ter’s clerk charged with forgery and alteration ot transpor¬ 
tation vouchers. . , , „ . 

The question, whether this clerk could be tried by Couit 
Martial, having been submitted to the Adjutant General of 
the Army, and referred by him to the Judge Advocate Gen¬ 
eral, was returned with the following endorsement: 





“BUREAU OF MILITARY JUSTICE, 
Respectfully returned to the Adjutant General '^NothW 

KW.S.M 5! ‘'pS e 

[ Signed. ) W. M. DUNN - , 

iir.,, , , Judge Advocate General .” 
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Lieut. Col., A. A. G. 





HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, August 29, 1876. 


General Orders) 

No. 10. f 

In withdrawing the troops composing the command of 
Lieutenant Colonel SJwfter, 24th Infantry, which has been 
in the field since April 10, 1876, the Department Com¬ 
mander expresses his satisfaction with the manner in which 
its duties have been done, and his gratification at the cheer¬ 
ful and energetic spirit displayed by its officers and en¬ 


listed men. 

The country covered and scouted over is one presenting 
peculiar difficulties to the operations of troops—part of it 
was practically unknown, (and no good guides obtainable), 
broken and rough, and characterized in general by great 


scarcity of water and grass. 

During the expedition two large camps of the hostiles 
have been completely destroyed, much stolen stock le- 
covered, and a number of Indians killed. As a result it is 
believed that the marauding bands have been broken up, and 
the country bordering on Coahuila for the present relieve! 
from their depredations. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 

Official : Assistant Adjutant General. 


A ide-de-Camp. 








HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, August 22, 1876. 

[Circular. | 

The attention of post commanders and quartermasters is 
called to the liability of shortage in weight occurring in hay 
in warm and dry climate by drying. Investigation at each 
post will be made as to the relative weights of a cube of 
eight feet of hay (accepted as weighing one ton) at date of 
delivery and after it has been exposed at least one season. 
Report of the result will be made to these Headquarters. 
By command of Brigadier General Oiid: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 






















HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, August 17, 1876. 
General Orders) 

No. 9. f 

At all posts in this Department, where there are more 
than one company stationed, the senior cavalry and infantry 
officers, exclusive of the post commander, will be detailed to 
superintend the school of officers in the instruction of the 
tactics of their respective arms of service. There will be 
at least two recitations each week and no officer will absent 
himself from them except by authority of his post com¬ 
mander. 

Monthly consolidated reports, specifying progress, subject 
recited on. and giving names of all officers present, and the 
consolidated mark opposite each officer’s name, showing the 
character of his recitations for the month, will be forwarded 
through post commander with his remarks thereon. 

In the reports of recitations 3 will be the number taken 
for the maximum of proficiency at each recitation and 0 for 
the minimum; they will be accompanied by report of drills 
for same month, showing their number, character, &c., with 
such remarks of the post commander appended as may be 
called for. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord : 

J'. II. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 
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HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, August 15, 1876. 

[Circular.] 

For the information of all concerned, the best target' prac¬ 
tice of the companies in this Department, for the month of 
July, is hereby announced. 

This circular will be read to the companies at the first 
evening parade after receipt. 

IfS 

i> 


Distance. Co. Regiment. 


4">0 yards.. 
400 yards . 
.'500 yards.. 


H 24th Infantry. Capt. Gilmore . Fort Brown . 

A 24th Infantry Capt. Crandal.. Fort McIntosh 
K 11th Infantry. jCapt. Jackson . Fort Richardson.. 
B 2oth Infantry, leapt. Bentzoni . Fort Quitman . 
10th Infantry. . Capt. Bush.IFort McKavett 


| G Ilth Infantry., leapt. Schwan ' 

R 11 Mi I i i fan tv v i CnniMii 


All the companies in the Department practiced during 
July, except those in the field with scouting expedition. 

The attention of cavalry commanders is called to the above 
list of companies. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 
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[Corrected copy.] 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, July 22,1876. 

[Circular. | 

For the information of all concerned, the best target prac¬ 
tice of the companies in this Department, for the month of 
June, is hereby announced. 


This circular will be read to the companies at the first 
evening parade after receipt. 


Distance. 

1 

Co. i Regiment. 

Post. 

Company Com- g 
manders. 5; 

150 yards.. 
400 yards . 
300 vards.. 
250 yards . 
200 yards.. 
150 yards . 
100 yards.. 
50 yards . 1 

I 24th Infantry.. 
H 24th Infantry . 
K Ilth Infantry.. 
G Utli Infantry .. 
H 11th Infantry.. 
lv 25th Infantry.. 

I 25th Infantry.. 
Ii 25th Infantry.. 

Ringgold Barracks.. 

Fort Brown. 

Fort Richardson 

Fort Griffin .. ' 

Fort Concho.j 

Fort Davis . 

Fort Davis . 

Fort Davis .j 

Capt. Armstrong . 
Capt. Gilmore 
Capt. Jackson... 
Capt. Sehwan ..1. 
Capt. Gilbreath .1. 
Capt. Tomkins ... 
Capt. Lawson ... . 
Capt. Tomkins .. . 


All the companies in the Department practiced during 
June, except those in the field with scouting expedition. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 




























HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, July 19,1876. 

[Circular.] 

Hereafter when an officer serving in this Department is 
granted a leave of absence he will, on the day he takes ad¬ 
vantage of it, report the fact to these Headquarters and also 
his address, monthly, while so absent. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 
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[Corrected copy.] 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, July 14, 1876. 


[Circular. | 


For the information of all concerned, the best target prac¬ 
tice of the companies in this Department, for the month of 
May, is hereby announced. 

This circular will be read to the companies at the first 
evening parade after receipt. 


Distance. Co. i Regiment. 


800 yards.. | B 25th Infantry. 
yards..! B 25th Infantry, 
yards . I I 25th Infantry 
yards . G 24th Infantry, 
vards . II 24th Infantry. 
'“*■ 11th Infantry. 

„ 11th Infantry. 
C Jllth Infantry. 
' 25th Infantry. 
25th Infantry. 
25th Infantry. 




Fort Quitman. 
Fort Quitman. 
Ringgold Barracks 
Ringgold Barracks 

Fort Brown. 

Fort Richardson 
Fort Richardson. 

Fort Brown. _ 

Fort Davis . 

Fort Davis . 

Fort Davis . 


Capt. Beutzoni. 
jCapt. Beutzoni 
|Capt. Armstrong 
Capt. Johnson, 
Capt. Gilmore 
Capt. Jackson. 
Capt. Jackson.. 
Capt. Sanderson 
Capt. Lawson 
Capt. Lawson 
Capt. Lawson 


All the companies in the Department 
May, except those at Fort Duncan and in 


practiced during 
the field. 


Bv COMMAND OF BRIGADIER GENERAL ORD: 


Official: 


J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General, 


Aide-de-Camp. 

























.'/ v\\\ 1 ai'j 1 / ■ nil 

r 0 .\*A, ,)»y ; / u r . . 1 y /. x 


f.iU.iinatD) 


■ v ■ 

. i;.jm • oiiJ ' 


l^mjroiutn 


• 1 : 


<ili in ( lliw iRluonio sldT 


i >’ ; 


C 





Hi ■ ■ ■ >!i < ■ -mIJ IIA 

ni \ I 

: . '': ■ -. • t : • .U 

,ft<hi 7 r •' '• 

• ' >.• • > - -v,k 











HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, July 13,1876. 


[Circular. | 


For the information of all concerned, the best target prac¬ 
tice of the companies in this Department, for the month of 
April, is hereby announced. 


This circular will be read to the companies at the first 
evening parade after receipt. 


700 yards. 
450 yards. 
400 yards. 
350 yards 
300 yards. 
250 yards. 
200 yards. 
150 yards. 
100 yards. 


B 25th Infantry 
I 8th Cavalry 
G 8th Cavalry 
C 8th Cavalry 
H 24th Infantry 
H Uth Infantry 
L loth Cavalry 
I 25th Infantry 
I 25th Infantry 
I 23th Infantry 


Fort Quitman. 

Ringgold Barracks. 

I Ringgold Barracks. 
Ringgold Barracks. 

Fort Brown. 

Fort Concho. 

[Fort Concho. 

,Fort Davis. 

Fort Davis. 

Fort Davis. 


Capt.* Bentzoni 
Capt. Coster. 
Capt. Fechet 
Capt. Chilson 
Capt. Gilmore. 
Capt. Gilbreath 
Capt. Little... 
Capt. Lawson. 
Capt. Lawson. 
Capt. Lawson. 


All the companies in the Department practiced during 
April, except those at Fort Duncan. 


By command of Brigadier General Ord: 


Official: 


J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 



























IH 


■ 







HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, July 8, 1876. 

[Circular. | 

The attention of all officers on duty at these Headquar¬ 
ters is called to paragraph II, Circular of July 13, 1875, 
from same Headquarters. 

When the Chief Quartermaster reports that the number 
of spring-wagons on hand will allow it, special directions 
will be given to cover cases which may require a modifica¬ 
tion of said paragraph. 

By command of Brigadier General Okd: 

J. II. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Ailjutant Gem ral. 

Official: 


A ide-de-Cump. 








■ ■ J ■ 

■ 

* 

. 

■ / .V ;uj.-> In 

- 

. 

; . KKjrt 










HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, July 1,1876. 
These Headquarters, and the offices and depots connected 
therewith, will be closed on Tuesday, the 4th of July—the 
100th anniversary of the Independence of the United States 
of America. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 

Official : Assistant Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-camp. 









HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, June 24,1876. 

[Circular. | 

To enable the Department Commander to prepare the es¬ 
timates required by Circular dated Headquarters of the 
Army, May 6, 1876, the chiefs of the several staff depart¬ 
ments will prepare estimates for amounts required in each, 
as indicated in the circular referred to, and transmit them 
to these Headquarters not later than July 31, 1876. 

By command of Brigadier General Oiid: 


Official: 


J. H. TAYLOR. 
Assistant Adjutant General. 


A ide-de-Camp. 









HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, June 24 , 1876 . 
General Orders { 

No. 8. ( 

The working force in the Quartermaster’s Department, 
such as mechanics and laborers, will be classified at a per 
diem, instead of a monthly compensation, on and after the 
1st pioximo, and all work required to be performed over 
the legal working day will be paid for at a pro rata rate 
for laborers and mechanics at the depot and for extra duty 
men similarly employed at posts in this Department. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 

Official : Assistant Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 





' 
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HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, June 14,1876. 

General Orders { 

No. 7. \ 

So much of General Orders No. 15, series of 1871, from 
these Headquarters, as modifies paragraph VIII, General 
Orders No. 35, series of 1870, from these Headquarters, is 
hereby rescinded. 

Hereafter, all property on arrival at the post for which it 
is intended, and before passing into the posession of the re¬ 
ceiving officer, will be examined by a Board of Survey. 

By command of Brigadier General Okd. 

J. H. TAYLOR; 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official : 


A ide-de- Camp. 
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HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, June 13, 1876. 

[Circular. 1 


The following letter from Headquarters of the Army is 
published for the information of all concerned: 

HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 
Adjutant General’s Office, 

„ „ Washington, June 6, 1876. 

To the Commanding General , 

Department of Texas, 

San Antonio, Texas. 


It is reported to the General of the Army that mounted officers keep in 
sere ice public horses and at the same time draw forage for private horses 
Ihis cannot be allowed, nor must they use public animals, except as au¬ 
thorized by the Army Regulations. 

These officers receive by law higher pay than foot officers for the express 
object of enabling them to purchase horses and equipments, and they are 
expected to continually provide themselves with these indispensable re¬ 
quisites for the performance of their duties. 


When, however, through the casualties of service on the frontier or in 
the field, they become dispossessed of their horses, mounted officers will 
(unless they prefer to replace them from other sources) make immediate 
application to their commanding officers for authority to purchase public 
horses, m conformity with Paragraph 1143, of the Army Regulations for 

Should the commanding officer, in a particular instance, deem it detri¬ 
mental to the service to give such authority, and the exigencies of the oc¬ 
casion render it necessary for the proper discharge of the oflicer’s duties, 
he Will be allowed to take a public horse and equipments for temporary use.’ 
He will not, however, during the period of such use be permitted to draw 
any lorage allowances for private horses. 

Commanders of posts, companies and detachments should be held re¬ 
sponsible that the requirements of this order are strictly enforced, and 
should take prompt official action upon all violations of the same. 

By COMMAND OF GENERAL SHERMAN: 

(Signed.) E. D. TOWNSEND, 

Adjutant General. 


Post commanders will be held responsible that the require¬ 
ments of this order are strictly enforced. 


By command of Bk 


Official: 


igadiek General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 


A ide-de-Camp. 





* 
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HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, June 2, 1876 

[Circular.] 

Circular of May 4th, current series, from these Headquar¬ 
ters, is modified so as to render Inventory and Inspection 
Reports, hereafter, in triplicate, and the officer who witnesses 
the destruction of the property will, after signing the certi¬ 
ficates thereon, return one copy to the Acting Assistant in¬ 
spector General of the Department. 

Requisitions will at once be made to the Adjutant Gen¬ 
eral of the Army for the new form of Inventory and In¬ 
spection Reports adopted January 2, 1876. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 

,, Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


A ide-de-Camp. 












HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, June 1 , 1870. 

General Orders/ 

No. 6. f 

The attention of post commanders in this Department is 
called to paragraphs III and IV, General Orders No. 1!) from 
these Headquarters, series of 1870, the requirements of which 
•w ill hereafter be strictly complied with. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 

Qffici Assistant Adjutant General. 


A ide-de-Camp. 











HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS 
[Circular:] §AN AXT ° NI °’ TexA8 > May 30 > 18 ™ ’ 

Proceedings of Courts Martial received at these Headquar¬ 
ters show frequent acts of violence on the part of soldiers 
against their comrades, using their arms for this purpose. 

Paragraph I, General Orders No. 19, series of 1872, from 
these Headquarters, require that the men’s arms shall he 
kept in the arm racks, except when the soldier is going on, 
or actually on duty. 

Hereafter, post commanders will report on each bi-month¬ 
ly inspection report whether the arms of the enlisted men, 
including p ls tols and sabres, at the post are kept locked or 
not, and, if not, the reason for the failure. 

In case there are not sufficient padlocks, or material for 
armracks, requisitions for such will be made at once. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. II. TAYLOR. 

Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


A ide-de-Camp. 
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HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, May 4,1876 

CIRCULAR: 

Hereafter, the four copies of Inventory and Inspection 
Reports of property, on which articles are recommended 
to be dropped from returns and destroyed, will be returned 
to the officer directed to superintend the destruction, who, 
after the property is destroyed, will sign the printed certifi¬ 
cates on the back of the reports, and furnish the responsible 
officer two copies, mailing the remaining copies direct to 
the Acting Assistant Inspector General of the Department. 
By command of Bkigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 











HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, April 25, 1876. 

CIRCULAR: 

Post and company commanders will report, with as little 
delay as practicable, to these Headquarters, the “service 
numbers” of all rifles and carbines for which they are re¬ 
sponsible. 

The number will be found stamped on the barrel imme¬ 
diately in rear of the receiver. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. II. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 
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HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, April 7, 1876. 

General Orders ) 

No. 5. f 


General Orders Nos. 11 and 20, dated Headquarters De¬ 
partment of Texas, June 29 and December 13, 1875, is 
amended to read: a district to be known as the District 
of the Rio Grande, with Headquarters at Fort Brown, and 
embracing the posts of Brown, Ringgold and McIntosh, 
with their dependencies, is hereby established, and Colonel 
■/. H. Potter, 24th Infantry, is assigned to the command 
thereof. 

All official communications for superior Headquarters 
will be forwarded through the District Commander. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 


Official: 


J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 


A ide-de-Camp. 
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HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, March 24, 1870. 
General Orders ( 

No. 4. \ 


So much of paragraph I, as establishes the Third Pay Dis¬ 
trict, and paragraphs II, III, IV and V, General Orders No. 
2, current series, from these Headquarters, as relates to the 
Third Pay District, is revoked. 


By command of Brigadier General Ord: 


Official : 


J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 








HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, February 24,1876. 
(teneral Orders 1 
No. 3. \ 

General Orders No. 21, Headquarters Department of Texas, 
series of 1871, is revoked, and the following substituted 
therefor: 

I. The following returns and reports will hereafter be 
made quarterly to the Chief Quartermaster: 

1. A return of quartermaster’s stores—Form 27, formerly 
Form 23. 

2. A return of clothing, camp and garrison equipage— 
Form 51. 

3. Abstract “D” without vouchers—Form 28, formerly 
Form 24. 

4. A consolidated report of horses, mules and oxen, made 
in accordance with General Orders No. 42, Quartermaster 
General’s Office, Washington, D. C., October 26, 1868, and 
Circular Letter, dated Chief Quartermaster’s Office, Head¬ 
quarters Department of Texas, August 8, 1873. 

5. A report of buildings, public or private; giving size, 
condition, location of post, the number of buildings erected* 
dimensions, and kind of material used in their erection. 

6. A report of payments made on account of rail, river, 
stage and wagon transportation. 

II. In addition to the foregoing, the following returns 
and reports will be forwarded monthly: 

1. On the first day of each month, a personal report from 
all officers serving in the Quartermaster’s Department Ru¬ 
ling the month preceding, with rank, station and duties 
performed by each. Officers being relieved or assigned to 
duty in the Quartermaster’s Department, will immediately 
send a copy of the order to the Chief Quartermaster. 

2. A report of transportation orders (in duplicate) show¬ 
ing the number received, issued, canceled by error (these 
orders must accompany the report) and remaining on hand 
together with a statement of the amount of transportation 
fu in it l.td during the month. Cffieeis, on being lelievcd 





from duty in the Quartermaster's Department, and having 
in their possession transportation orders, will transfer the 
same to their successors, taking the proper receipts (in du¬ 
plicate) therefor, one copy of which will be forwarded for 
the files of the office of Chief Quartermaster; but in case 
of discontinuance of a post, the Quartermaster thereat will 
immediately transmit the orders in his possession to the 
Depot Quartermaster at this place, who will furnish receipts 
for the same. 

3. An estimate of funds required for the use of the Quar¬ 
termaster’s Department, made in accordance with General 
Orders ¥ 0 . 68, Adjutant General’s Office, Washington, D. C., 
series of 1871, approved by the immediate commanding of¬ 
ficer, to be forwarded so as to reach the office of the Chief 
Quartermaster, by the first of the month preceding the 
month for which the funds are required. 

4. A “Statement of Outstanding Debts/’made in accord¬ 
ance with General Orders No 5, current series, Adjutant 
General's Office, Washington, D. C.. to be forwarded in time 
to reach the office of Chief Quartermaster by the last day 
of the month for which the: funds are. required. 

5. Report of persons and articles hired, (in duplicate)— 
Form 1. 

6. Roll of extra duty men—Form 3. 

7. Account current—Form 7. 

8. Report of expenditures authorized, incurred and paid 
from appropriation for Barracks and Quarters. 

9. Report of expenditures on, account of United States 
Post Hospitals. 

III. The reports called for in sections 4 and 6, paragraph I, 
and sections 1, 2, 7 and 8, paragraph II, will be forwarded 
so as to reach the office of the Chief Quarterimister on or 
before the 15th of the month succeeding the month or quar¬ 
ter for which they are rendered, they being required for 
consolidation; the other reports to be forwarded so as to 
reach the office of .the Chief Quartermaster within twenty 
days after the expiration of the month or quarter for which 
they are made. 

IY. No purchases will be made by any Quartermaster in 
this Department, except on special authority from Depart¬ 
ment Headquarters. 





3 

V. All requisitions, estimates, applications, etc., will be 
transmitted through post commander, and should, by him, 
be revised and approved before being forwarded to the 
Chief Quartermaster. 

YI. Estimates for quartermaster’s stores should be made 
in triplicate, and in strict compliance with the instructions 
printed upon the face of the blank estimates. Estimates 
of clothing, camp and garrison equipage will be made out 
agreeably to Form Xo. 43, Quartermaster’s Department, as 
published in War Department General Orders Xo. 7, of 1872, 
and transmitted in quadruplicate. 

VII. Officers, in transmitting the reports and returns 
called for herein, will specify in each letter of transmittal 
the reports enclosed, and state such as their duties do not 
require them to make. 

Quartermasters will use every means in their power to 
have these reports forwarded promptly. 

When an officer is relieved as Quartermaster, all orders 
pertaining to the office should be transferred with the rec¬ 
ords of the office. 

When blanks are not on hand all forms must be ruled out. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. II. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official : 


Aide-de-Camp. 
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HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, January 22, 1876. 
General Orders ) 

No. 2. \ 

I. The following Pay Districts are established in this De¬ 
partment, viz: 

First.— The posts of Clark, Duncan and McKavett. 

Second.—T he posts of Concho, Stockton, Davis, Quitman 
and Bliss. x 

Third. —The posts of Richardson and Griffin. 

McIntosh 11 T6 P ° StS ° f Brown » B i *W ) ld Barracks and 

II. Until such time as there are adequate quarters at Fort 
Concho for a Paymaster at that post, the Paymasters sta¬ 
tioned at Department Headquarters will alternate in pay¬ 
ing the first and second districts. 


The Paymaster at Dallas will pay the third district, the 
Paymaster at Brown the fourth, except McIntosh, which 
will, until further orders, be paid by check. 

III. Payments to troops will be made as above, without 
farther orders, and as soon after muster as practicable. 

The Quartermaster’s Department will furnish such trans¬ 
portation, by stage or otherwise, as may be required, and the 
Subsistence Department will, when necessary, commute the 
rations of the escort if traveling by stage, at the usual rate. 

IV. The Chief Paymaster will remain at Department 
Headquarters and make all local payments. He will see 
that funds are always in the hands of the District Paymas¬ 
ters to enable them to make prompt payments. 

V. Notices of discharges will be forwarded at least one 
month prior to the expiration of the soldier’s enlistment; 
those from the first and second districts to the Chief Pay¬ 
master; from the third, to the Paymaster at Dallas, and 
from the fourth, to the Paymaster at Fort Brown; except¬ 
ing in cases where the soldier wishes to be paid at Depart¬ 
ment Headquarters; in this event it will be sent to the Chief 
Paymaster, direct. 

VI. Post commanders will, hereafter, specify on their 
Bi-Monthly Inspection Reports compliance with, or neglect 
of, by company commanders, (by name), the requirements 
of paragraph V, of this order. 

By command ok Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 

0 . Assistant Adjutant General. 


A ide-de-Camp. 





' 
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HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, January 17, 1876. 
General Orders { 

No. 1. \ 

I. The number of prisoners who escape from the guard¬ 
houses in which they are confined at posts in this Depart¬ 
ment renders it necessary that post commanders exercise 
greater care and vigilance in assuring their safe keeping. 

II. Hereafter, prisoners sentenced to confinement at mil¬ 
itary prisons or penitentiaries, or under charges for deser¬ 
tion or similarly grave offences, whilst aw r aiting transporta¬ 
tion or trial, will not be required or permitted to perform 
fatigue or police duty outside the guard house. The prison 
room will be inspected from time to time by the post com¬ 
mander, and all prisoners who are ironed will be carefully 
examined at least twice each day by the officer of the day 
or guard, and at the parade of every relief by a non-com¬ 
missioned officer of the guard. Where prison rooms are not 
secure, prompt requisition for material to make them so 
will be forwarded, including wire grating. 

III. There are few escapes of prisoners not due to care¬ 
lessness or neglect, and, in each case which occurs, the post 
commander will make such thorough investigation as to 
insure the establishment of the responsibility therefor, in 
order that the person derelict, officer of the day or guard, 
non-commissioned officer or sentinel, may be held to ac¬ 
count. 

1Y. Hereafter, regimental adjutants in this Department 
will, in all cases, perform the duties of post adjutants at 
their stations. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official : 


Aide-de-Camp. 









CASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT BROWN, TEXAS. 


Private John Carty. 

Private Thomas Gleason . 
Private William II. Lane 
Private William Osborn . 

Private James Lantry. 

Private Hugh Master _ 

Private George McGinnis. 


..Company C, 8th Cavalry. 
..Company C, 8th Cavalry. 
...Company O, 8th Cavalry. 
... Company I, 8th Cavalry. 
...Company L, 8'h Cavalry. 
• Company L, 8th Cavalry. 
. Company H, 24th Infantry. 


AT FORT CLARK, TEXAS. 


Private Alexander Cuffy. 
.Private David George ... 


. Company K, 10th Cavalry. 
Company G, 10th Inffcntry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, December 21, 1876. 
General Court Martial ) 

Orders No. 43. f 


I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Brown, Texas, 
on Thursday, June 22, 1876, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders No.’ 
108, paragraph V, Special Orders No. 136, paragraph II, Special Orders 
No. 137, paragraphs I and II, Special Orders No. 183, and paragraph HI, 
Special orders No. 199, current series. Headquarters Department of Texas 
of which Captain L. T. Morris, 8th Cavalry, is President, were arraigned 
and tried: 6 

1. Private John Carty, Co. C, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—“Violation of the33rd Article of War.” 

(Six specifications—Absenting himself from parade of guard detail 
afternoon stables, retreat and tattoo roll-calls, November 28; and from 
reveille roll-call and morning stables November 29, 1876.) 

Charge II—‘ ‘ Violation of the 32nd Article of War ’ > 

(One Specification-Absenting himself from his company and post from 
8:30 a. it., November 28, toOA. h., November 29, 1876 ) 

thEA—“Guilty.” 

Finding—“G uilty.” 

Skktex C e-“ To forfeit to the United States ten (10) dollars of his 
monthly pay for the period of one (1) month.”' 

2. Private Thomas Gleason, Co. C, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—“Violation of the 38th Article of War.” 

(One specification—Drunk on guard December 1, 1876.) 

Charge II—‘ ‘Violation of the 40th Article of War. ’ ’ 

(One specification—Quitting his guard December 1, 1876 ) 

Plea— “Guilty.” 

Finding—“G uilty.” 

mnnte| ENCE ~ ,<T ° f ° rf6it t0 the United States ten < 10 > dollars of. his 
monthlj pay, per month, for the period of six (6) months, and to be con¬ 
fined m charge of the guard, at hard labor, at the post where his company 
may be serving, for the period of three (3) months. ” y 
















3. Private William H. Lane, Go. D, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—“Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

(Two specifications—Stealing a gold chain, valued at forty dollars, from 
Sergeant .James Jones, Co. D, 8th Cavalry, November 15, 1876; stealing a 
Government blanket from Private Michael Byron, Co. D, 8th Cavalry, 
November 27, 1876.) 

Charge II—“Violation of the 60th Article Of War. ” 

(One specification—Stealing a U.. S, carbine and revolver from company 
store room, November 17, 1876.) 

Plea— 1 ‘Not Guilty, ’ ’ 

Finding—‘ ‘ Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence— “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, with loss of all pay and allowances, and to be confined in such 
penitentiary as the proper authority may direct for the period of three (3) 

4. Private William Osborn, Co. I, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—‘ ‘ Violation of the 38th Article of War. ” 

(One specification—Becoming drunk while on duty as orderly at post 
headquarters, November 22, 1876”)’ 

. Charge II—“Conduct prejudicial togood order and military discipline. ” 

(Two specifications—Using vile language towards, and refusing to go to 
the guard house with, the post sergeant-major; striking Sergeant DulTicks, 
using vile language to him, and refusing to accompany him to the guard 
house, November 22, 1876.) 

Plea—“G uilty.” 

Finding —“Guilty.” 

Sentence— “To forfeit to the United States ten dollars per month for the 
period of three months, and to be confined at. hard labor in charge of the 
guard at the post where he is now serving for the same period.” 

5. private Janies Lantrg, Co. L, 8lh Cavalry. 

' Charge I-“ Violation of the 38 th'Article of War.” 

(One specification—Drunk on guard November 26, 1870 ) 

Charge It—“Conduct to tin. prejudice of good order and military dis¬ 
cipline.” 

(Two specifications—Taking prisoners over whom he was sentinel to, 
town of Brownsville, without an thurify, and permitting them to get drunk; 
quitting his arms while in charge, of prisoners, November,26, 1876.) 

Plea— To the first charge and its specification, ‘ ‘Not Guilty.” 

To the second charge anil its specifications, “Guilty.” 

Finding —“Guilty.” 

Sentence— “To forfeit to the United States ten (10) dollars of his 
monthly pay, per month, for the period of six (6) months, and to be con¬ 
fined in charge of the guard, at hard labor, at the post where his company 
may be serving, for the period of three (3) months.” 

6. Private Hugh Master, Co. L, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military disci- 

(One specification—Permitting two prisoners, Privates Jackson and Carty, 
whom he was sentinel over to get drunk, and bringing them in a drunken 
condition to post guard house, November 22, 1876.) 

Plea —“Not Guilty.” 

Finding —“Not Guilty.’’ And the court does therefore acquit him. 

” 7. Private George McGinnis, Co. H, 24th Infantry. 

Charge— “Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline.”. 





(One specification—Permitting two prisoners, Privates Jackson anil Car- 
ty, over whom he was sentinel, to get whisky, and drinking some of it 
himself, November 22, 1876.) 

Plea —“Not Guilty.” 

Finding— ‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence —“To forfeit to the United States ten (10) dollars of his 
monthly pay, per month, for four (1) months, and to be confined at hard 
labor in charge of the guard for the same periud at the post where his com¬ 
pany may be serving.” 

II. In the case of Private John Carty, Co. C, 8th Cavalry,, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly 
executed. 

This case should have been submitted to the action of a garrison court 
martial. 

In the case of Private Thomas Gleason, .Co. C, 8th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings and findings are approved. 

So much of the sentence as extends beyond the expiration of the term of 
the soldier’s enlistment is remitted; the remainder of the sentence is 
approved and will be duly executed. 

In the ease of Private William H. Lane, Co. D, 8th Cavalry, the ^proceed¬ 
ings, findings and.sentence are approved,, and the sentence will be duly 
executed. 

In accordance with instructions from the Adjutant General’s Office, the 
proceedings will be forwarded lor the orders of the Secretary of War. 

In the case of Private William Osbor.i, Co. 1,8th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and senteuce aie approved, and the sentence, will be duly 
executed. 

In the case of, Private James Guitry, Co. C, Sth Cavalry, the. proceedings 
are approved. The findings of the first charge and its specification, lire 
disapproved. There is a singular concatenation of idt-jis on the put of'tlw 
principal and only witness, the officer preferring the charge iff drunkenness 
on.duty, who testified lu efl-ect to the prisoner being fop much under the 
influence of liquor to perform his duty properly, but could not say lie was 
drunk, so that the charge falls to the ground. 

It would be well for post commanders .before submitting'cliarges iVftf- 

The findings of the court to the second charge ami its' specification", and 
tire sentence, are approved.. The period (luring which ten.dollars per 
month of his pay shall be- forfeited is reduced to three months. As miti¬ 
gated, the sentence will be duly executed. 

. In the-case of Private Hugh Master, Co. h, 8th Cavalry, the proceedings, 
findings and acquittal are approved. 

(Orders have already been issued for his release from.confinement). 

In the case of Private George McGinnis, Co. H, 24th Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings are approved. The findings and sentence are disapproved. 

It would appear, from a perusal of the evidence in the present case, and 
the preceding one of Private Master, that both men,, who were sentinels on 
different reliefs, were charged, in effect, With letting the same prisoners 
drink and get drunk while under their charge. The evidence shows that 
the accused (McGinnis) had the prisoners first, and that Private Master re- 
lievedHim at 10 o’clock a. m. A corporal of the guard swears that the 
prisoners did not seem to be drunk when the accused turned- them over; 
and the officer of the day testifies that-about 10 o’clock, or between 10 and 
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11 a. m., he saw the prisoners mentioned in the specification, under the 
other sentinel, (Private Master), at work; conversed with them in the 
course of investigating a certain occurrence, and that they were then, to all 
appearances, sober—not showing any indicationsof drunkenness—and that 
he believed them to be sober, but that at about 11:45 a. m. he saw Master, 
who had had the prisoners in his charge in the interim, bring them very 
drunk to the guard house. 

One of the prisoners, however, Private William Jackson, Co. I, 8th 
Cavalry, testifies thatheand the other prisoner got the liquor that caused 
his drunkenness with the accused’s knowledge, when under his charge, 
and drank of it with him, between 8 and 9 a. m., and that he drank no 
liquor while under Master’s charge; and on his evidence alone Private 
Master was acquitted and the accused convicted. 

There being reasonable doubt as to the probability of men drinking suffi¬ 
ciently between 8 and 9 a. m. to make them very drunk at 11 :46 a. m., with¬ 
out that drunkenness being apparent to others at 10 a. m. , or between 10 
and 11 A. M., the accused is given the benefit of the doubt. 

The investigation in these two cases seems to have been superficial, and 
bv no means as thorough and painstaking as it should have been. 

Private McGinnis will be released from confinement and returned to duty. 


III. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Clal-k, Texas, 
on Monday, July 24, 1876, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders No. 
134, and paragraph X, Special Orders No. 160, current series, Headquar¬ 
ters Department of Texas, of which Captain J. N. Craig, 10th Infantry, is 
President, were arraigned and tried: 

8. Private Alexander Cuffy , Co. K, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Conduct prejudicial to good order and military discipline. ” 

(One specification—Pawning a United States pistol with a citizen, Sep¬ 
tember 19, 1876.) 

Plea— “Not Guilty.’’ 

Finding—“ Guilty.’ ’ 

Sentence —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, With the loss ofall pay and allowances now due or to become due 
him, and to be confined at hard labor in such military prison as the De¬ 
partment Commander may designate for two years. ” 

9. Private David George, Co. G, 10th Infantry. 

Charge J—“Conduct to the prejudice of good oilier and military dis¬ 
cipline.’’ 

(One specification—Stealing and selling a blanket and pair of pants, the 
property of Private Dyke, of his company, October 1, 1876.) 

Charge II—‘' Violation of the 60th Article of War. ’ • 

(One specification—Stealing and sellings United States bedsack, Octo¬ 
ber 1, 1876.) 

Plea— ‘‘Nht Guilty.’’ 

FiNDiNG^“Guilty.” 

Sentence— “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, with loss ofall'pay and allowances now due or to become due him, 
and to be confined at hard labor in such military prison as the reviewing 
authority may designate for two years.’’ 


IV. In the oase. of Private Alexander Cuffy, Co. K, 10th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved. The term of imprisonment 
is reduced tonne year. As mitigated, the sentence will be duly executed- 
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The Leavenworth Military Prison, Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is desig¬ 
nated as the place of confinement. The prisoner will, however, be held 
in confinement at Fort Clark, Texas, until further orders. 

In the case of Private David George, Co. G, 10th Infantry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly 
executed. 

The Leavenworth Military Prison, Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is desig¬ 
nated as the place of confinement. The prisoner will, however, be held in 
confinement at Fort Clark, Texas, until further orders. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 

Official: . Assistant Adjutant General 


Aide-de-Cainp. 











HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, December 16, 1876. 
General Court Martial j 
Orders No. 42. \ 


I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Duncan, 
Texas, on Monday, November 20, 1876, pursuant to paragraph II, Special 
Orders Nos. 209 , 210 and 211, current series, Headquarters Department of 
Texas, of which Colonel H. B. Glitz, 10th Infantry, is President, was 
arraigned and tried : 

First Lieutenant Mirand W. Saxton, 24th Infantry. 

ChakgeI— “Conduct unbecoming an officer and a gentleman, in viola¬ 
tion of the 61st Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification 1st—“In this, that First Lieutenant Mirand XV. Saxton, 24th 
Infantry, did exhibit himself in the post trader’s store, at Fort Dun¬ 
can, Texas, in the presence of several commissioned officers and 
citizens, in a state of gross intoxication: so much so as to vomit on 
the floor and on his own person. This at Fort Duncan, Texas, on or 
about the 3rd day ofNovember, 1876.’’ 

Specification 2nd —“In this, that First Lieutenant Mirand TV. Saxton, 24th 
Infantry, did exhibit himself in the post trader’s store, at Fort Dun¬ 
can, Texas, in the presence of citizens, in a state of gross intoxica¬ 
tion : so much so as to vomit on the floor and on his own person. This 
at Fort Duncan, Texas, on or about the 5th day ofNovember, 1876.” 

Charge II—“Violation of the2lst Article of War.” 

Specification —“In this, that First Lieutenant Mirand IF. Saxton, 24th Infantry, 
having received the following lawful order from his superior officer, 
Lieutenant Colonel William R. Shatter, 24th Infantry, commanding 
the post and regiment to which he (Lieutenant Saxton) belonged, the 
said order being issued in the execution of his, the said Lieutenant 
Colonel Shatter’s, oftice, viz: 


‘ HEADQUARTERS FORT DUNCAN, TEXAS, 
November 5, 1876. 

First Lieutenant Mirand W. Saxton, iith Infantry, 

Fort Duncan, Texas. 

Lieutenant: 

The commanding officer directs me to inform you that yon are 
herewith prohibited to visit the post trader’s store at this post while 
you remain on duty here, as he is not willing to allow officers under 
his command to exhibit themselves in such a disgusting condition as 
you were seen in there on the morning of the 3rd instant. 

I am, very respectfully, 

Your obedient servant, 

[Signed.] HELENUS DODT, 

First Lieutenant and Adjutant 24 f A Infantry, 
Post Adjutant.’ 

did return said communication with the following endorsement: 

‘ FORT DUNCAN, TEXAS, 
November 5, 1876. 

Respectfully returned to Headquarters, Fort Duncan, Texas. I 





deny the right, of any headquarters prohibiting my personal liberty, 
without a specific statement. If I have made a disgusting exhibi¬ 
tion of myself, it seems to me that the better course would he to 
confine me by preferring charges and specifications. 

[Signed.] M. W. SAXTON, 

First Lieutenant 'lith Infantry 

and having again been addressed, by direction of Lieutenant Colonel 
William R. Shatter, 24thInfantry, commanding Fort Duncan, Texas, 
by endorsement as follows: 

‘ HEADQUARTERS FORT DUNCAN, TEXAS, 
November 5, 1876. 

Respectfully returned to First Lieutenant M. W. Saxton, 24th In¬ 
fantry, who will state whether he declines to regard the orders con¬ 
tained in the within communication. 

By order op Lieutenant Colonel William R. Shafter: 

[Signed.] HELENUS DODT, 

First Lieutenant and Adjutant ‘Hth Infantry, 
Post Adjutant.’ 

did return said communication with the following endorsement: 

‘ FORT DUNCAN, TEXAS, 
November 6, 1876. 

Respectfully returned to Headquarters, Fort Duncan, Texas. 
Lieutenant Saxton most positively declines to regard this as a legal 
order. Lieutenant Saxton is not conscious of having been guilty of 
any disgusting conduct. If such has been the case, and it seems 
necessary to restrict his liberty, he would prefer that such action 
would be done in a regular way. He declines to receive an official 
insult, and makes this endorsement accordingly. He is not aware of 
any neglected duty that renders such a letter as has been addressed to 
him necessary. 


[Signed.] M. W. SAXTON, 

First Lieutenantjtlth Infantry.’ 
Thereby disobeying aforesaid lawful order. This at Fort Duncan, 
Texas, on or about the 5th and 6th days of November, 1876. ’ ’ 
Charge III—“Insubordinate conduct, to the prejudice of good order and 
military discipline.” 

Specification—“In this, that First Lieutenant Mirand IV. Saxton, 24th In¬ 
fantry, having received the following communication from his com¬ 
manding officer, Lieutenant Colonel W. R. Shafter, 24th Infantry, 
commanding Fort Duncan, Texas, through the Post Adjutant, 
First Lieutenant Helenus Dodt, Adjutant 24th Infantry: 

‘HEADQUARTERS FORT DUNCAN, TEXAS, 
November 5, 1876. 

First Lieutenant Mirand W. Saxton, 24 th Infantry, 

Fort Duncan, Texas. 


Lieutenant: 

The commanding officer directs me to inform you that you are 
herewith prohibited to visit the post trader’s store at this post while 
you remain on duty here, as he is not willing to allow officers under 
his command to exhibit themselves in such a disgusting condition as 
you were seen in there on the morning of the 3rd instant. 

I am, very respectfully, 

Your obedient servant, 

[Signed.] HELENUS DODT. 

First Lieutenant and Adjutant Hth Infantry, 
Post Adjutant. ’ 
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did, on or about November 5, 1876, return the said communication to 
the said Lieutenant Dodt, with the following endorsement signed by 
himself, the said Lieutenant Saxlon: 

‘FORT DUNCAN, TEXAS, 
November 5, 1876. 

Respectfully returned to Headquarters, Fort Duncan, Texas. I 
deny the right of any headquarters prohibiting my personal liberty, 
without a specific statement. If I have made a disgusting exhibi¬ 
tion of myself, it seems to me that the better course would be to con¬ 
fine me by preferring charges and specifications. 

[Signed.] M. W. SAXTON, 

First Lieutenant 24/A Infantry.’ 
and having been further addressed by the said commanding officer, 
through said Post Adjutant, in an endorsement on the aforesaid com¬ 
munication, as follows: 

‘ HEADQUARTERS FORT DUNCAN, TEXAS, 
Novembers. 1876. 

Respectfully returned to First Lieutenant M. W. Saxton, 24th In¬ 
fantry, who will state whether he declines to regard the orders con¬ 
tained in the within communication. 

By okdek of Lieutenant Colonel William It. Shafter: 

[Signed.] HELENUS DODT, 

First Lieutenant and Adjutant 24/A Infantry, 
Post Adjutant.’ 

did again return the paper to the said Post Adjutant, on or about 
November 6, 1876, with the following endorsement, signed by him¬ 
self, the said Lieutenant Saxton: 

* FORT DUNCAN, TEXAS, 
Novembers, 1876. 

Respectfully returned to Headquarters, Fort Duncan, Texas. 
Lieutenant Saxton most positively declines to regard this as a legal 
order. Lieutenant Saxlon is not conscious of having been guilty of 
any disgusting conduct. If such has been the case, and it seems 
necessary to restrict his liberty, he would much prefer that such 
action would be done in regular way. He declines to receive an 
official insult, and makes the endorsement accordingly. He is not 
aware of any neglected duty that renders such a letter as has been 
addressed to him necessary. 


[Signed.] M. W. SAXTON, 

First Lieutenant 24/A Infantry. ’ 
This at Fort Duncan, Texas, on orabout the dates above specified.” 
To which chavges and specifications the accused pleaded: 

To the first charge and its specifications, ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ’ ’ 

To the specification, second charge, ‘‘Guilty. ’’ 

To the second charge, ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ’ ’ 

To the specification, third charge, ‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

To the third charge, ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ’' 


Finding. 

The court having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the first charge and its specifications, ‘‘Not Guilty.” 

Of the specification, second charge, confirm the plea of accused and find 
him “Guilty.” 

Of the second charge, ‘ ‘Not Guilty .' ’ 
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Ofthe specification, third charge, confirm the plea of accused and find 
him “Guilty.” 

Of the third charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence . 

And the court does therefore sentence him, First Lieutenant Mirand W. 
Saxton, 24th Infantry, “To forfeit to the United States fifty ($50) dollars a 
month for four (4) months, and to be severely reprimanded in General 
Orders by the Department Commander.” 


II. In the foregoing case of First Lieutenant Mirand W. Saxton, 24th In¬ 
fantry, the proceedings are approved. 

In the findings of the court on the second charge and its specification the 
following inconsistency is observed: though the court finds the accused 
not guilty of ' ‘ disobedience of orders ” it confirms his plea and finds him 
guilty of the whole specification, which terminates with the words “there¬ 
by disobeying the aforesaid legal order, etc. * ’ Subject to these remarks, 
the findings and sentence are approved and will be duly executed. 

The Department Commander has observed the misconduct of this officer, 
and is afraid that time would be wasted in trying to lecture .him into a 
sense of propriety. 

He will be returned to duty. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 

Official : Assistant Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 






CASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT BROWS, TEXAS. 


1. Private David Murray.. 

2 Private James Penman. 

3. Private Frank I>ale|. .. 

o' Private Horace F-'pevei... 

6. Private John A. Humphries 

7. Private Benjamin Webb. 


...Company I, Sth Cavalry. 
...Company 1, Sth Cavalry. 

.. ( oin jinny L, sth Cavalry. 
. .Company L, Stli Cavalry. 
.Company K, 24th InfUntry. 
.Company II, 24th lntanlry. 
• Company H, 24th Infantry. 


AT FORT CONCHO, TEXAS. 

8. Private James Pelton.Company A, 10th Cavalry. 

9. Private William Kennedy. Company H, 10th Cavalry. 

10. Private Daniel Starks....'.Company L, 10th Cavalry. 


AT FORT DAVIS, TEXAS. 

11. Musician William Jackson.Company A, 25th Infantry. 

12. Private Richard Fiahback .Company K, 25th Infantry. 


AT RINGGOLD BARRACKS, TEXAS. 

18. Private John Egan ...Company G, 8th Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, December 1,1876. 
General Court Martial ) 

Orders No. 41. ( 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Brown, Texas, 
on Thursday, June 22, 1870, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders No. 
108, paragraph V, Special Orders No. 180, paragraph II, Special Orders 
No. 187, paragraphs I and II, Special Orders No. 188, and paragraph 111, 
Speciul orders No. 191), current series, Headquarters Department of Texas, 
of which Captain L. T. Mounts, Sth Cavalry, is President, were arraigned 
and tried: 

1. Private David Murray, Co. I, 8th Cavalry. 

Chaiige— ‘ ‘Violation of the 38th Article of War. ’ ’ 

(One specification—Found druuk on post, Novembers, 1876.) 

Plea— “Guilty.” 

Finding —‘ 1 Guilty. ’ ’ 

. Sentence— “To forfeit to the United States ten dollars per month of his 
monthly pay for the period of four months, and to be confined at hard 
labor in charge of the guard at the post where his company may be serving 
for the same period.” 

2. Private James Penman, Co. I, 8th Cavalry. 

Chauge —“Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military disci- 
















(One specification—Stealing a blanket, the property of another soldier 
September 25, 1875.) 

Plea —‘ ‘Not Guilty.” 

Finding—“G nilty. ” 

Sentence—‘‘T o be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States; to forfeit all pay now due or to become due, and to be contined in 
such military prison as the Department Commander may direct for the 
period of one year. ’ ’ 

3. Private Fiank Dale.!/, Co. L,, 8th Cavalry . 

Charge I—‘ ‘Violation of the 33rd Article of War. ’ ’ 

(Three specifications—Absenting himself from tattoo roll-call, reveille 
roll-call, morning stables, October 27 , 28, 1876.) 

Charge II—‘ ‘Violation of the 32nd Article of War. ’’ 

(One specification—Absenting.himself night of October 27-28, 1876.) 
Plea—‘‘G uilty.” 

Finding—' ‘Guilty. ” 

Sentence— ‘ ‘To be confined at hard labor under charge of the guard for 
the period of two months, and to forfeit ten dollars of his monthly pay for 
the same period.” 

4. Private George Sowles, Cp. L, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—‘ ‘ Violation of the 39th Article of War. ’ ’ 

(One specification—Found sleeping on post, November 6, 1876.) 

Charge II—‘ ‘Violation of the 62nd Article of War. ’ ’ 

(One specification—Abusing and threatening the corporal of the guard 
November 6, 1876.) 

Plea— To the first charge and its specification, ‘ ‘Not Guilty.” 

To the second charge and its specification, ‘ ‘Guilty. ” 

Finding—* * Guilty. ” 

Sentence—‘ ‘To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States; to forfeit all pay and allowances now due or to become due, and 
to be confined at hard labor at such place as the reviewing authority may 
direct for six months. ’ * 

5. Private Horace F. Reeel, Co. E, 21th Infantry. 

Charge I—‘ ‘ Violation of the 33rd Article of War. ’ ’ 

(Two specifications—Failing to parade at drill-call and retreat roll-call, 
November 9, 1876.) 

Charge II—‘‘Violation of the 17th Article of War.” 

(One specification—Selling, or losing through neglect, articles of his 
clothing, November 9, 1876.) 

Plea— ‘ ‘Gnilty. ’ ’ 

Finding—‘ ‘Guilty. ” 

Sentence—' ‘To be dishonorably discharged the service, and confined at 
the post where his company may be serving for the period of six months. ’ 

6. Private John A. Humphries, Co. H, 24th Infantry. 

Charge—‘‘V iolation of the 38th Article of War.” 

(One specification—Found drunk on guard, November 3, 1876.) 

Plea^‘ ‘ Guilty. ’ ’ 

Finding— 1 ‘Guilty. ” 

Sentence—‘‘T o forfeit to the United States ten dollars per month of his 
monthly pay for the period of lour months, and to be confined at hard labor 
in charge of the guard at the post where his company may be serving for 
the same period.” 

7. Private Benjamin Webb, Co. H, 24th Infantry. 

Charge—‘ ‘ Violation of the 38th Article of War. ’» 

(One specification—Found drunk on guard, November 4, 1876.) 
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Plea —“Not Guilty.” 

Finding —“Guilty.” 

Sentence —“To forfeit to the United States ten dollars per month of his 
monthly pay for the period of four months, and to be confined at hard labor 
in charge of the guard at the post where his company maybe serving for 
the same period. ’ ’ 

II. In the case of Private David Murray , Co. I, 8th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved. On account of the unani¬ 
mous recommendation to clemency by the members of the court which 
tried the case, on the ground of his former good conduct, the sentence is 
reduced to read one month in place of ‘ ‘four months, ’’ and, as mitigated, 
will be duly executed. 

In the case of Private James Penman, Co. I, 8th Cavalry, the proceedings, 
findings and sentence are approved. The term of confinement is reduced 
to six months. As mitigated, the sentence will be duly executed. The 
post of Fort Brown, Texas, is designated as the place of confinement. 

In the case of Private Frank Daley , Co. L, 8th Cavalry, a member of the 
court, Major T. T. Thornburgh, Pay Department, who was relieved as a 
member of the court per paragraph III, Special Orders No. 199, current 
series. Headquarters Department of Texas, is reported absent, and his 
absence is accounted for by reference to the order relieving him, which is 
annexed. This order should have been read and incorporated in the body 
of the proceedings with the other orders instituting the court, and Major 
Thornburgh’s name dropped from the roll of members. Subject to 
these remarks, the proceedings, findings and sentence are approved. The 
sentence is reduced to read one month in place of ‘ ‘two months, ’ ’ and, as 
mitigated, will be duly executed. 

In the case of Private George Sowles, Co. L, 8th Cavalry, the proceedings 
are approved. The findings to the first charge and its specification are dis¬ 
approved, there being no evidence in (he record to show positively that 
the prisoner was duly posted, as alleged, as a sentinel, at the time he was 
found sleeping. Every material averment in a specification should be 
covered by the evidence. The findings to the second charge and its speci¬ 
fication are approved. The sentence is mitigated so as to read: “To be 
confined at hard labor in charge of the guard for three months, and to 
forfeit to the United States ten dollars per month of his pay for the same 
period, ’ ’ and will be so executed. 

In the case of Private Horace F. Revel, Co. E, 24th Infantry, the proceed¬ 
ings and findings are approved. So much of the seutence as inflicts dis¬ 
honorable discharge is disapproved. The remainder of the sentence is ap¬ 
proved, but the term of confinement is reduced to three months, and, as 
mitigated, will be duly executed. 

In the cases of Privates John A. Humphries and Benjamin Webb, Co. H, 
24th Infantry, the proceedings, findings and sentences are approved, and 
the sentences will be duly executed. 


III. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Concho, 
Texas, on Monday, November 13, 1876, pursuant to paragraph II, Special 
Orders No. 206, current series, Headquarters Department of Texas, of 
which Major N. B. McLadghlen, 10th Cavalry, is President, were 
arraigned and tried: 

8. Private James Pelton, Co. A, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge —‘ ‘Desertion. ’ ’ 
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(One specification—Deserted September 14, 1874.) 

Plea— “Guilty.” 

Finding—“G uilty.” 

Sentence—“T o forfeit to the United States alt pay due or that may be- 
oome due, and to be dishonorably discharged from the service, and con¬ 
fined at hard labor for three years at such military prison : as the proper 
authority may direct.” 

9. Private William Kennedy, Co. L, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

■ (One specification—Stealing a pound of tobacco, the property of another 
soldier, Augusts; 187(1.) 

Plea—* ‘Not Guilty. ’ ’ 

• Finding— “Guilty.” 

■ Sentence— “To forfeit to the United States ten dollars per month of his 
monthly pay for three months, anil to be conline l at hard labor under 
charge of the guard at the post where his company may be serving for the 
same period. ’ ’ 

10. Private Daniel Starks, Co. L, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge I—“Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

(One specification—Absenting himself from 3rd to 5th October, 187(5.) 

Charge Xl—“ Violation of the 16th Article of War.” 

(One specification—Selling, losing or wasting, certain ammunition, Oc¬ 
tobers, 1876.) 

Charge Ill—“Violation of the 17th Article of War.” 

(One specification—Selling, or losing through neglect, a portion of his 
equipments, October 3, 1876.) 

Charge IV—“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military dis¬ 
cipline.” 

(Three specifications-Using insolent language to his first sergeant! re¬ 
sisting arrest by his first sergeant, kicking him and using abusive language 
towards him; throwing a stone at a private detailed to arrest him, October 
29, 1876.) 

Plea—T o the first and fourth charges and Specifications, “Guilty.” 

To the second and third charges and specifications, ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ” 

Finding—O f the first, second and fourth charges and specifications, 

‘ ‘Guilty. ” 

Of the specification, third charge, “Guilty, except ‘onesabre- 
belf and plate, value one dollar and eighty-six cents,’and 
of the excepted words not guilty.” 

Of the third charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence—“T o forfeit to the United Skates ten dollars per month of his 
monthly pay for six months, and to be confined at hard labor iu charge of 
the guard at the post where his company may be serving for the same 
period/’ 

IV. In the case of Private James Pelton, Co. A, 10th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be 
duly executed. 

The Leavenworth Military Prison, Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is des¬ 
ignated as the place of confinement. The prisoner will, however, be held 
in confinement at Fort Concho, Texas, until further orders. 

In the case of Private William, Kennedy , Co. L, 10th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings are approved. The findings and sentence are disapproved, the 
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evidence not being considered sufficiently conclusive to warrant a convic¬ 
tion of such a grave crime as theft. 

He will be released from confinement and returned to duty. 

In the case of Private Daniel Starks, Co. L, 10th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly 
executed. 


V. Before a General Court Martial which convened atFortDavis, Texas, 
on Friday, September 1, 1876, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders 
No. 157, and paragraph I, Special Orders No. 175, current series. Head¬ 
quarters Department of Texas, of which Major Z. K. Bliss, 25th Infantry, 
is President, were arraigned and tried: 

11. Musician William Jackson, Co. A, 25th Infantry. 

Charge— “Conduct prejudicial to good order and military discipline.” 

(Two specifications—Stealing a blanket, the property of another soldier; 
carrying deadly weapons on his person, in violation of orders; September 
8, 1876.) 

Plea —To the first specification, “Not Gnilty.” 

To the second specification, “Guilty.” 

To the charge, “Guilty.” 

Finding— Of the first specification, “Not Guilty.” 

Of the second specification, “Guilty.” 

Of the charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence— “To forfeit to the United States ten dollars of his pay for one 
month, and to be confined at hard labor at the post guard house under 
charge of the guard for the same period. ” 

12. Private Richard Fishback, Co. K, 25th Infantry. 

Charge —“Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

(Four specifications—Attempting to attack another soldier with a knife, 
and threatening to kill him; threatening a citizen with a pistol; threaten¬ 
ing another soldier with a pistol; July 18 and 19, 1876.) 

Plea—' ‘Not Guilty. ’’ 

Finding —Of the first and second specifications, ‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Of the third specification, “Guilty, except the word ‘19,’ 
substituting therefor 18, and of the excepted word not 
guilty.” 

Of the fourth specification, “Guilty, except the word ‘19,’ 
substituting therefor 18, and of the excepted word not 
gnilty.” 

Of the charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence— “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, and to forfeit to the United States all pay and allowances that are 
now or may become due, and then to be confined at hard labor at such 
military prison as the reviewing authority may direct for eighteen months. ’ ’ 


VI. In the case of Musician William Jackson, Co. A, 25th Infantry, the 
proceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be 
duly executed. 

In the case of Private Richard Fishback, Co. K, 25th Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved. The term of imprisonment 
is reduced to nine months. As mitigated, the sentence will be duly exe¬ 
cuted. The post of Fort Davis, Texas, is designated as the place of con¬ 
finement. 







VII. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Ringgold Bar¬ 
racks, Texas, on Monday, September 18, 1876, pursuaut to paragraph I, 
Special Orders No. 166, paragraph II, Special Orders No. 176, and para- 
gx-aph V, Special Orders No. 178, current series, Headquarters Department 
of Texas, of which Captain Lewis Johnson, 24th Infantry, is President, 
was arraigned and tried: 

J3. Private John Egan, Co. G, 8th Cavalry. 

Ciiargb— “Desertion. ” 

(One specification—Deserted October 23,1876.) 

Plea— “Not Guilty.” 

Finding!—O f the specification, “Guilty, except the words‘did desert 
said service,’substituting for the excepted words‘did ab¬ 
sent himself from, his company without proper authority,’ 
of the excepted words not guilty, of the substituted words 
.guilty.” 

Of the charge, “Not Guilty, but guilty of absence without 

Sentence—T o forfeit to the United States ten dollars of his pay for two 
months, and to be confined in charge of the guard at hard labor for the 
period of thirty days.” 


VIII. In the case of Private John Egan, Co, G, 8th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly 
executed. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 


Official. : 


J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Ca.mp. 





CASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


T FORT BROWN, TEXAS. 


P?. ? ? -r a ? eS P°i ,s ,.Company C, 8th Cavalry. 

Prf untl: ‘I w n,!' ?/;.Company C, 8th Cavalry. 

Private Thomas W. Matthews .Company C, 8th Cavalry. 

private William Jackson.Company I, 8th Cavalry. 

Private Martin stekar ..Company M, 8th Cavalry. 

Private Lewis B. Haskins.Company H, 24th Infantry. 


AT FORT CLARK, TEXAS. 

7. Private James Connelly.Company F, 8th Cavalry. 

8. Private Joseph Butler.Company K, 10th Cavalrl. 

9. I rivate Lewis Wmegartner.Comuanv II 10th InfmtrV 

10. Private William Wirges. Com^ K,’ 10th Infantr^' 


AT FORT DAVIS, TEXAS. 

II. Private George Hudson.Company H, 10th Cavalry. 


AT FORT McKAVETT, TEXAS. 

12. Private Henry Price.Company C, 10th Cavalry. 


AT RINGGOLD BARRACKS, TEXAS. 

? rank temple..Company E, 8th Cavalry. 

14. saddler James R. Williams.Company H, 8th Cavalry. 

15. Private John Brown.Company K, 24th Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, November 13,1876. 
General Court Martial \ 

Orders No. 40. f 


I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Brown, Texas, 
on Thursday, June 22, 1876, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders No.’ 
108, paragraph V, Special Orders No. 136, paragraph II, Special Orders 
No. 137, and paragraphs I and II, Special Orders No. 183, current series 
Headquarters Department of Texas, of which Major T. T. Thornburgh’ 
Paymaster, U. S. Army, is President, were arraigned and tried: 

1. Sergeant James Dodds, Co. C, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge—“N eglect of duty, to the prejudice of good order and military 
discipline.” 

(One specification—While sergeant of stable guard failing to turn over 
one set of double wheel-harness, thereby causing its loss to the United 
states.) 


Px-ea—“N ot Guilty.” 

Finding ‘Not Guilty. ’ * And the court does therefore aquit him. 

2. Private Clinton C. Harlan, Co. C, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I— ‘ ‘Violation of the 62nd Article of War. ’» 
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(One specification—Too intoxicated to attend afternoon stables, October 
10, 1876.) 

Charge II—“Violation of the33rd Article of War.” 

(One specification—Absent from afternoon stables and retreat roll-call, 
October 13, 1876, and from reveille roll-eall, morning stables and target 
practice, October 14, 1876.) 

Plea—“G uilty. ” 

Finding—“G uilty.” 

Sentence— “To forfeit to the United States twelve dollars per month of 
his monthly pay for two mouths; ’ ’ 

3. Private Thomas W. Matthews, Co) C, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Violation of the 33th Article of War. ’ ’ 

(Two specifications—Drunk on kitchen police October 10, and on guard 
October 12, 1876.) 

Plea— “Guilty.” 

Finding —‘ ‘Guilty. ” 

Sentence —“To forfeit to the United States ten dollars of his monthly 
pay for the period of six months, and to be confined at hard labor in charge 
of the post guard for the same period. ” 

4. Private Witliam Jackson, Co. I, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge—‘ * Violation of the 33rd Article of War. ’ ’ 

(Four specifications—Absent from reveille roll-call, morning stables, 
drill and afternoon stables October 16, 1876.) 

Plea—“G uilty. ” 

Finding—‘ ‘ Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence—“T o forfeit to the United States ten dollars of his monthly 
pay for the period of one month, and to be confined at hard labor in charge 
of the guard at the post where he is now serving for thirty days. * ’ 

5. Private Martin Slekar, Co. M), 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—“Desertion.” 

(One specification—Deserted September 15,1876; apprehended September 
21, 1876.) 

Charge II—“Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

(One specification—Stealing part of the individual arms and equipments 
issued to him, when he deserted, September 15, 1876.) 

Plea—T o the first charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

To the specification, second charge, “Not Guilty, except taking 
a carbine and twenty cartridges.” 

To the second charge, ‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Finding —Of the first charge and specification, ‘ ‘ Guilty. ’ ’ 

Of the specification, second charge, “Guilty as regards 
carbine and ammunition; not guilty as to the other articles. ’ ’ 
Of the second charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence— “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, and to forfeit to the United States all pay and allowances now due 
or that may become due, and to be confined in such penitentiary as the 
reviewing officer may direct for the period of three years. ’ ’ 

' 6. Private Lewis B. Haskins, Co. II, 21th Infantry. 

Charge I—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 

(One specification—Absent night of October 3; 1876.) 

Charge II—“Conduot prejudicial to good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

(One specification—Refusing to go to guardhouse, wheh ordered by 

^CornoraUThomas^Octobeijl^STjh^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^ 
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Charge III—‘ ‘Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

(One specification—Stealing a woolen blanket from Corporal Thornton, 
October 3, 1876.) 

Plea—T o the first and second charges and specifications, “Guilty.” 

To third charge and specification, “Not Guilty .” 

Finding —‘ ‘ Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, forfeiting all pay and allowances now due and to become due, and 
to be confined in such military prison as the reviewing authority may 
designate for the period of one year. ’ ’ 

II. In the case of Sergeant'Tomes Do-ids, Co. C, 8th Cavalry , the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and acquittal are approved. 

(Orders have already been issued for his release from confinement). 

In the case of Private Clinton C. Harlan, Co. C, 8th Cavalry, so much of 
the proceedings and findings as relates to the second charge and its speci¬ 
fication are disapproved, for the reason that it is donble pleading to allege 
in a specification that an accused failed to repair to five appointed duties 
on the 13th and 14th October, 1876, since each such failure is adistinct sub - 
stautial oflense. (See Digest of Opinions of the Judge Advocate General; 
Title, Specification; Section 9, page 361.) 

. The proceedings and findings on the first charge and its specification are 
approved. 

The sentence is reduced to read: 1 ‘To forfeit twelve dollars of his pay, ’ ’ 
and, as mitigated, is confirmed, and will be duly executed. 

(Orders have already been issued for his release from, confinement). 

. In the case of Private Thomas IV. Matthews, Co.C, 8th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the' sentence will be 
duly executed. 

In the case of Private William Jackson, Co. I, 8th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and sentence are approved. In consideration of the length 
of time the prisoner has already been in confinement, the sentence is 
reduced to read; “To forfeit five dollars of his pay and to be confined at 
hard labor for fifteen days, ’ ’ and will be so executed. 

" In the case of Private Marlin Stek'ai, Co. M, 8th Cavalry, the proceedings, 
findings and sentence are approved. 

In view of the recommendation to mercy, by five of the eight members 
of the court which tried the prisoner, on account of his youth, inexperience 
and inability to understand the English language, the sentence is remitted 

The money value of the articles which the prisoner is convicted of 
having carried away, viz: one United States Springfield carbine, calibre 
.45, and twenty rounds of carbine ammunition, calibre .45, will be charged 
against him on the next muster and pay-rolls of his company . 

He will be released from confinement and returned to duty. 

In the case of Private Lewis B. Haskins, Co. H, 24th Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly 
executed. 

The Leavenworth Military:Prison, Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is des¬ 
ignated as the place of confinement. The prisoner will, however, be held 
in confinement at Fort Brown, Texas, until further orders. 

Ill. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Clark .Texas, 
on Monday, July 24, 1876, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders No 
134, and paragraph X, Special Orders No. 160, current series, Headqnar- 







4 


levs Department of Texas, of which Captain J. N. Craig, 10th Infantry, is 
President, were arraigned and tried: 

7. Private James Connelly, Co. F, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge — 1 ‘Neglect of duty, to the prejudice of good order and military 
discipline.” 

(One^specification—Allowing a military prisoner to escape, September 

Plea— ‘‘Not Guilty.” 

Finding —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence —‘ ‘To forfeit to the United States ten dollars per month of his 
monthly pay for twelve months, and to be confined at hard labor in the 
guard house at the post where his company may be serving for twelve 


8. Private Joseph 'Butler, Co. K, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge I—‘ ‘ Drunkenness on duty. ’ ’ 

(One specification—Found drunk while on post, September 18, 1876.) 
Charge II—‘‘Sleeping on post.” 

(One specification—September 18, 1876.) 

Plea— ‘‘Not Gnilty.” 

Finding— ‘‘Guilty. ” 

Sentence—* ‘To he confined in the guard house at the post his company 
may be serving at for six months, and to forfeit to the United States ten 
dollars per month ot his monthly pay for six months.” 

9. Private Lewis Winegartner, Co. H, 10th Infantry. 

Charge —‘‘Neglect of duty, to the prejudice of good order and military 
discipline.” 

1876* J 16 s P ecifloation ~ A1Iowin S a military prisoner to escape, October 10, 
Plea— ‘‘Not Guilty.” 

Finding— Of thespeciflcation, ‘‘Guilty, but attach no criminality there- 


Charge II—‘‘Conduct prejudicial to good order and military disci¬ 
pline. ’ ’ 

(One specification—Attempting to rescue a prisoner; attacking a non¬ 
commissioned officer with a club, and using obscene language towards 
him; threatening his first sergeant, September 9, 1876.) 

Plea —To the first charge and specification, ‘‘Guilty.” 

To the second charge and specification, ‘ ‘Not Gnilty. ” 

Finding— Of the first charge and specification, ‘‘Guilty. ” 

Of the specification, second charge, ‘‘Guilty, except the 
words, did say to acting first sergeant James D. Cunning¬ 
ham, Co. K, 10th Infantry, who assisted in arresting him, 
‘let go of me or I will hit you,’and further say to said 
Corporal ‘you are a long legged bastard,’ of the excepted 
words not guilty.” 

Of the second charge, ‘ * Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence — 1 ‘To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, with the loss of all pay and allowances now due or to become due 
him, and to be confined at such military prison as the reviewing authority 
may direct for three years.” 
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IV. In the Cdfe of Private James Connelly, Co. F, 8th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved. The sentence is reduced to 
read six months in place of “twelve (12) months,’’ and, as mitigated, will 
he duly executed. 

In the case of Private Joseph Butler, Co. K, 10th Cavalry, the proceedings 
and sentence are approved. Owing to certain circumstances, the sentence 
is reduced to read four months in place of “six (0) months, ’ ’ and, as miti¬ 
gated, will he duly executed. 

In the case of Private Lewis Winegartner , Co. H, 10th Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and acquittal are approved. 

(Orders have already been issued for his release from confinement). 

In the case of Private William Wirges, Co. K, 10th Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved. The term of imprisonment 
is reduced to two years. 

The Leavenworth Military Prison, Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is desig¬ 
nated as the place of confinement. The prisoner will, however, he held 
in confinement at Fort Clark, Texas, until further orders. 

V. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Davis, Texas, 
on Friday, September 1, 1876, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders 
No. 157, and paragraph I, Special Orders No. 175, current series, Head¬ 
quarters Department of Texas, of which Major Z. R. Bliss, 25th Infantry, 
is President, was arraigned and tried: 

11. Private George Hudson, Co. H, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Conduct prejudicial to good order and military discipline.’’ 

(Three specifications—Attempting a disturbanceat a ball, and throwing a 
bottle, cutting Corporal Turner’s head; threatening to stab Sergeant Smith; 
neglecting to prepare company’s breakfast; September i and 5, 1876.) 

Plea —To first and second specifications, ‘ ‘Not Guilty.’’ 

To third specification, “Guilty.” 

To the charge, “Not Guilty.” 

Finding— 1 ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence — 1 ‘To be confined at hard labor in charge of the guard at the 
post where his company may be serving for the period of six months, and 
to forfeit to the United States ten dollars a month of his monthly pay for 
the same period.” 


VI. In the case of Private George Hudson, Co. H, 10th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be 
duly executed. 


VII. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort McKavett, 
Texas, on Friday, June 9, 1876, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders’ 
No. 100, paragraph V, Special Orders No. 105, and paragraph II, Special 
Orders No. 130, current series, Headquarters Department of Texas, of 
Which Surgeon C. E. Goddard, Medical Department, is President, was 
arraigned and tried: 

12. Private Henry Price, Co. C, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge —‘ ‘Desertion. ’ ’ 

(One specification—Deserted September 28, 1876; surrendered September 
30, 1876.) 

Plea— “Guilty.” 

Finding— ‘ ‘ Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence— “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States; to forfeit all pay and allowances now due or that may become due, 








except the just dues of the laundress, and to he confined at hard labor In 
such military prison as the proper authority may designate for the period 
of four years.” 


VIII. In the case of Private Henry Price, Co. C, 10th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved. The term of imprisonment 
is reduced to two years. As mitigated, the sentence will be duly executed. 

The Leavenworth Military Prison, Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is desig¬ 
nated as the place of confinement. The prisoner will, however, be held in 
confinement at Fort McKavett, Texas, until further orders. 

IX. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Kinggoid Bar¬ 
racks, Texas, on Monday, September 18, 1876, pursuant to paragraph I, 
Special Orders No. 166, paragraph II, Special Orders No. 176, and para¬ 
graph V, Special Orders No. 178, current series, Headquarters Department 
of Texas, of which Captain A. B. Kauffman, 8th Cavalry, is President, 
were arraigned and tried: 

13. Private Frank Temple , Co. E, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge — 1 Conduct prejudicial to good order and military discipline.” 

(One specification—Allowing a military prisoner to escape, August 23 
1876.) 

Plea — 1 ‘Not Guilty. ” 

Finding —* 1 Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence— ‘‘To forfeit to the United States ten dollars of his monthly 
pay for four months, and to be confined at hard labor in charge of the 
guard for the same period. ” 

14. Saddler .limes R. Williams, Co. H, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—‘ ‘Conduct prejudicial to good order and military discipline. ’ ’ 

(1 wo specifications—Refusing to obey the orders of, and using obscene 
language towards, and striking, his acting first sergeant, September 23, 
1876.) 

Plea— ‘‘Guilty.” 

Finding —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence— ‘‘To forfeit to the United States ten dollars of his monthly 
pay for four months, and to be confined at hard labor in charge of the 
guard for the same period. ” 

15. Private John Brown, Co. K, 24th Infantry. 

Charge—' ‘Conduct prejudicial to good order and military discipline. ’ ’ 

(Two specifications—Using disrespectful language to Sergeant Porter; 
threatening to shoot into a ball room; September 13, 1876.) 

Plea —‘‘Not Guilty. ” 

Finding—O f the first specification,“Guilty.” 

Of the second specification, ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ” 

Of the charge, ‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence—' ‘To be confined at hard labor in charge of the guard for the 
period of one month, and to forfeit to the United States ten dollars of his 
pay for the same month.” 


X. In the case of Private Prank Temple, Co' E, 8th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings are approved. The evidence in this case, in regard to the manner 
and matter of instructions to the sentinel, shows neglect on the part of the 
officer in charge, who, while he testifies that ‘‘itisnotusualforcommand- 
ing officers to instruct sentinels,” seems to have forgotten that it is the 
duty of commanding officers to assure themselves that their orders are not 
only given to sentinels, but adhered to. This principal witness in the ewe 
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is represented in the proceedings as testifying that the instructions cov¬ 
ering the offense were given by him to the non-commissioned officer of the 
guard ‘ ‘on the evening of the 34th, ’ ’ which was after the escape. This date 
may be an error, but it so appears in the record, and is unexplained. The 
proceedings indicate that the irons of the general prisoners were not care¬ 
fully inspected, a precaution especially enjoined in General Orders No. 1, 
current series, from these Headquarters. 

Under all the circumstances, however, the findings and sentence are 
approved, and the sentence will be duly executed. 

In the case of Saddler James R. Williams, Co. II, 8th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings and findings are approved. The sentence, although considered 
inadequate for the offenses of which the prisoner is found guilty, is con¬ 
firmed, in order that he may not escape merited punishment. 

In the case of Private John Brown, Co. K, 34th Infantry, the proceedings, 
findings and sentence are approved. In consideration of the length of 
time the prisoner has already been in confinement, so much of the sentence 
as relates to imprisonment is remitted; the remainder is confirmed, and 
will be duly executed. 

He will be released from confinement and returned to duty. 

BV COMMAND OF BRIGADIER GENERAL ORD: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


<4 ide-de-Camp. 
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CASES TRIED BT A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT DAVIS, TEXAS. 

1. Private Lewis Fifer.Company H, 10th Cavalry. 


AT RINGGOLD BARRACKS, TEXAS. 

o Prieto Tnhn Lewis . .Company H, 8th Cavalry. 

' (; ori)0 ral Parker Buford .Company K, 21th Infantry. 

t Private John Moore .- 1 .......Company K, 24th Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS. 
San Antonio, Texas, November 6,1876. 
General Court Martial ) 

Orders No. 39. ) 

I Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Davis, Texas, 
on Friday, September 1, 1876, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders 
No 157 and paragraph I, Special Orders No. 175, current series, Head¬ 
quarters Department of Texas, of which Major Z. R. Bliss, 25th Infantry, 
is President, was arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Letois Fifer, Co. H, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Violation of the 30th Article of War.” 

(One specification.) 

Plea— “Guilty.” 

Finding—“G uilty.” 

Sentence —“To be confined at hard labor at the post where his com¬ 
pany may be serving for t-he period of four months, and to forfeit to the 

United States ten dollars per month of his monthly pay for the same 

H. In the case of Private Lewis Fifer, Co. H. 10th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly 
• executed. _ 

HI Before a General Court Martial which convened at Ringgold Bar¬ 
racks, Texas, on Monday, September 18, 1876, pursuant to paragraph I, 
Special Orders No. 166, paragraph II, Special Orders No. 176, and para¬ 
graph V, Special Orders No. 178, current series. Headquarters Department 
of Texas, of which Captain A. B. Kauffman, 8th Cavalry, is President, 
were arraigned and tried: 

•>. Private John Lewis, Co. H, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—‘ * Violation of the 38th Article of War. ’ ’ 

(One specification.) 

Charge II—“Conduct prejudicial to good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

(Three specifications.) 

Plea— To the first charge and its specification, ‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

To the first and second specifications, second charge, “ Not 
Guilty.” .. 

To the third specification, seconcl charge, “Guilty.” 
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To the second charge, ‘ ‘Not Guilty.’’ 

Finding —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence —“To forfeit to the United States ten dollars per mouth of his 
pay for six months, and to be confined at hard labor in charge of the guard 
for the same period. ” 

3. Corporal Parker Buford, Co. K, 24th Infantry. 

Charge I—‘ ‘ Conduct pre j udicial to good order and military discipline. ’ ’ 
(Three specifications.) 

Charge II—‘' Violation of the 24th Article of War. ’ ’ 

(One specification.) 

Plea—T o specification first, first charge, “Guilty.'” 

To second and third specifications, first charge, “Not Guilty. ” 
To the first charge, “NotGnilty.” 

To the second charge and its specification, “Not Guilty.” 
Finding —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ * 

Sentence — 1 ‘To be reduced to the ranks; to be confined at hard labor in 
charge of the guard for two months, and to forfeit ten dollars of his pay 
for the same period. ’ ’ 

4. Private John Moore, Co. K, 24th Infantry. 

Charge I—“Violation of the 38th Article of War. ” 

(One specification.) 

Charge II—“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military dis¬ 
cipline.” 

(One specification.) 

Plea —To the specification, first charge, “Guilty.” 

To the first charge, “Not Guilty.” 

To the second charge and its specification, “Not Guilty. ’ ’ 
Findinq —Of the first charge and its specification, “Guilty. ” 

Of the second charge and its specification, “Not Guilty.” 
Sentence— “To forfeit to the United States ten dollars of his pay for 
one month.” 


IV. In the foregoing cases of Private John Lewie, Co. H, 8th Cavalry, 
Corporal Parker Buford and Private John Moore, Co. K, 24th Infantry, the 
proceedings, findings and sentences are approved, and the sentences will 
be duly executed. 

(Orders have already been issued for the release from confinement of Private 
Moore). 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 

/- 


Aide-de-Camp. 






CASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT BROWN, TEXAS. 

1. PrivateH 9 lden G Adams.Company C, 8th Cavalry. 

2. Private Michael Gilligan.Company C, 8th Cavalry. 

3. Private Daniel Donovan.Company G, 8th Cavalry. 

4. Private Edward Armstrong.Company L, 8th Cavalry. 

5. Private (late sergeant) George Jackson.... Company C, 9th Cavalry. 

6. Private Isaac Johnston.Company H, 24th Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, November 1,1876. 
General Court Martial [ 

Orders No. 38. \ 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Brown, Texas, 
on Thursday, June 22, 1876, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders No. 
108, paragraph V, Special Orders No. 136, paragraph II, Special Orders 
No. 137, and paragraphs I and II, Special Orders No. 183, current series, 
Headquarters Department of Texas, of which Major T. T. Thornburgh, 
Paymaster, U. S. Army, is President, were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Holden G. Adams, Co. C, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge —“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

(One specification.) 

Plea—“N ot Guilty.” 

Finding —“Not Guilty. ” And the court does therefore aquit him. 

2. Private Michael Gilligan, Co. C, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge —“Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

(One specification.) 

Plea— “Not Guilty.” 

Finding—* * Guilty. ” 

Sentence— “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, with loss of all pay and allowances due or that may become due, 
and to be confined at hard labor in such penitentiary as the reviewing 
authority may direct for the period of two years. ’ ’ 

3. Private Daniel Donovan, Co. G, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge —‘ ‘Desertion. ’ ’ 

(One specification.) 

Plea —“Guilty.” 

Finding—* * Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, with loss of all pay and allowances now due or to become due, and 
to be confined in such military prison as the reviewing authority may 
direct for the period of three years.” 












4. Private Edward Armstrong, Co, L, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—‘ ‘ Violation of the 38th Article of War. ’ ’ 

(One specification.) 

Charge II—“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military dis¬ 
cipline.” 

(Four specifications.) 

Plea— “Guilty.” 

Finding— 1 ‘ Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence—“T o be confined at hard labor in charge of the guard at the 
post where his company may be serving for the period of six months, and 
to forfeit to the United States ten dollars per month of his monthly pay for 
the same period.” 

5. Private (late sergeant) George Jackson, Co. C, 9th Cavalry. 

Charge —‘ ‘ Desertion. ’ ’ 

(One specification.) 

Plea— “Guilty.” 

Finding—“G uilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence—' ‘To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, with loss ofall pay and allowances now due or to become due, and 
to be confined in such military prison as the reviewing authority may 
direct for the period of three years. ’ ’ 

6 . Private Isaac Johnston, Co. H, 24th Infantry. 

Charge—“V iolation of the 62nd Article of War. ” 

(Two specifications.) 

Plea— “ Guilty. ” 

Finding—' ‘ Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence—“T o forfeit to the United States ten dollars per month of 
his monthly pay for two months. ” 

The court is thus lenient on account of his inexperience and the short 
time he has been in the service. 


II. In the case of Private Holden G. Adams, Co. C, 8th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and acquittal are approved. 

( Orders have already been issued for his release from confinement). 

In the case of Private Michael Gilligan, Co. C, 8th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings are approved. The findings and sentence are disapproved, there not 
being evidence of any sort adduced to prove the accused guilty of the 
offense alleged in the charge and specification. 

( Orders have already been issued for his release from confinement). 

In the cases of Privates Daniel Donovan, Co. G, 8th Cavalry, and George 
Jackson, Co. C, 9th Cavalry, the proceedings, findings and sentences are 
approved, and the sentences will be duly executed. 

The Leavenworth Military Prison, Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is des¬ 
ignated as the place of confinement. The prisoners will, however, be held 
in confinement at Fort Brown, Texas, until further orders. 

In the case of Private Edward Armstrong, Co. L, 8th Cavalry, there is no 
time or place specified when the offenses alleged in the first charge and its 
specification, and in the first, second and third specifications to the second 
charge, were committed—this is a fatal defect, as the omissions cannot be 
supplied from the testimony in the record. The proceedings and findings 
thereon are therefore disapproved. (See Digest of Opinions of the Judge 
Advocate General; Title, Specification; paragraph 8, pages 359-360). 
The proceedings and findings on the fourth specification, second charge, 
and on the second charge, are approved. The sentence is reduced to read 






litigated, will lie duly 


two months in place of “six months," and, as m 
executed. 

The charges and specifications in this case were not revised at these 
Headquarters, authority having been given the post commander to refer 
them direct to court for trial. 

In the case of Private Isaac Johnston, Co. H, 24th Infantry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will he duly 
executed. 

(Orders have already been issued for his release from confinement). 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 


Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 








OASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 

AT FORT DA VIS, TEXAS 

1. Private Alien Kin.Company B, MthlWita*. 


2. Private Benjamin C. Turner ... 
Private Alfonl or Alfred Brown 


AT RINGGOLD BARRACKS, TEXAS. 

... Company G, 8th Cavalry. 
Company K, 21th Infantry. 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS', 
Sax Antonio, Texas, October 20, 1876 
General Court Martial ( 


Orders No. 87. 


tiul Which convened at Fort Davis, Texas, 
irsuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders 
al Orders No. 175, current series, Ilead- 
I'which Major Z. R. Buss, 25th Infantry, 


I. Before a General Court Mai 
on Friday, September I, ls/O, p 
No. 157, and paragraph I, Spec 
quarters Department of Texas, , 
is President, was arraigned and , rle „ ; 

1. Private Alien Kin, Co. B, 25th Infantry. 

Charge I—‘ • Violation of the 38th Article of War ’ • 

(One specification.) 

Charge li—“ Violation of the 62nd Article of War ” 

(Three specifications.) 

Plea— “Guilty.” 

Finding— “Guilty.” 

StoteT wRh7o« TO r b n diSh0,, °a rHb ' y ,,isch!n » e,, ,he serv ice of the United 
States, w ith loss of all pay and allowances now due or to become due amt 
then to be confined at hard labor in such military prison as the reviewing 
authority may direct for the period of one year. ’ ’ S 


, the ™ 8e of Private Allen Kin, Co. B, 25th Infantry, the proceed- 

ieducedi ^ S! * T te ' ,Ce lire approved. The period of confinement is 
reduced to six months. As mitigated, the sentence will be dulv exeeu-ed 
at the post where he may be confined upon receipt of this order. ' 

racks T C /v„ r ! a G T ra ! C ° Urt M “ rtial Which convenc<1 at Rin?gol,l Bar- 
racks Texas, on Monday, September 18, 1876, pursuant to paragraph I 
Specml Orders No. 166, and paragraph II, Special Orders No. 176, current 
series, Headquarters Department of Texas, of which Captain A. B. Wells, 
8 th Cavalry, is President, were arraigned and tried: 

2. Private Benjamin C. Turner, Co. G, Sth Cavalry 

dls«^nne7>' NegleCt0fdttty ’ *° the Preju,lice of * ood order military 

(One specification.) 

Plea—“N ot Guilty.” 

Finding—“ Guilty. ” 











Sentence— “To forfeit to the United States $10.00 (ten dollars) of his 
pay for one month. ” 

3. Private Alford or Alfred Brown, Co. K, 24th Infantry. 

Charge —“Conduct prejudicial to good order and military discipline. ” 
(Two specifications.) 

Plea— 1 ‘In bar of trial”—sustained by court. 


IV. In the case of Private Benjamin C. Turner, Co. G, 8th Cavalry, the 
proceedings, findings and sentence are disapproved. The record fails to 
show that the court was sworn. Private Turner will be released from con¬ 
finement and returned to duty. 

In the case of Private Alford or Alfred Brown, Co. K, 24th Infantry, the 
record states that the court proceeded with the trial of Private Alfred, 
Co. K, 24th Infantry, who was brought into court, had no objections to 
the members, and that it was in his presence that the court was duly sworn, 
and that he was then arraigned on the charges and specifications against 
Private Alfred Brown, Co. K, 24th Infantry. 

It is also noticed that this soldier’s name appears as Alford Brown in the 
original charges, but in the record of the proceedings it appears as Alfred 
Brown. 

The proceedings are disapproved. There will be no further action taken 
against the prisoner and he will be released from confinement and returned 
to duty. 

BV COMMAND OF BRIGADIER GENERAL ORD: 


Official: 


J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 


A ide-de-Camp. 






CASES TRIED BY A RENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


I ,,;., at Port ci.aric, texas. 

vl.,Private Joseuh AJ»,rai}H»n.f,.Company K, 10th Infantry. , 


AT FORT DAl'lS, TEXAS. 

2. Private Charles. Jefferson.Company II, 10th Cavalry. 


"AT FORT MrKA VETT, TEXAS. 


3. Busier Iltirvev H. Huggins . 

4* Private William Cook':!’.. 


.Company K, ldtli Infantry. 

....Company F, loth Infantry. 


AT FORT STOCKTOX, TEXAS. 


5. Musician John Lewis. 


.Company F. 2>th Infantry; 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAsj 
San Antonio, Tkxas, October 17, 1870.- 
General Court Martial ) 

Orders No. 36. ( 

I. Before n General Court, Martial which converted at Fort Clark, Texas, 
on Monday, July 24, 1876, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders No*. 
131, and paragraph X, Special Orders No. XiiO, current series. Headquar¬ 
ters Dep irtment of Texas, of which Captain J. X. Ciufft, loth Inlkntry, is 
President, was arraigned and tried: 

■l. Private Jose/th Ahraham, Go. K, 10th Infantry. 

Ciiahoe —“Sleeping on'post. ’’ ,; ■ 

(One specilication.) -- 

Plea—“G uilty.” 

' •FiXDiNo^“Guilty. ” 

Sentence— “To forfeit to the United States ten.OO) dollars per month ot 
his pay for six (6) months, and- to he confined at hard labor in the post 
guard house for'sis (6) months at the post where his company may be 
serving.’’ ’ s 


II. In the case of Private Joseph Abraham, Co. K, 10th Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be 
duly executed. 

"1II. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Davis, Texas, 
on Friday, September 1, 1876, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders 
No. 157, current spyi.es,. Headquarters Department'of Texas, of which 
Major Z. R. Bi.tss, 25th Infantry, is President, was arraigned and tried: 

. 3; Private Charles Jefferson, Co. H, 10th Cavalyy. , 

CiiXrge—' Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military discipline. ” 

(One specification.) 

Plea— “Not Guilty.’’ 

* i.nding— ‘ ‘Not Gnilty .” And the court does therefore acquit him. 
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IV. In the case of Private Charles Jefferson, Co. H, 10th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and acquittal are approved. 

(Orders have alriady been issued for his retease from, confinement). 


V. Before a Genenl Court Martial which convened at Fort McKavett, 
Texas, on Friday, June f), 1870, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders 
No. 100, paragraph V, Special Orders No. 105, and paragraph II. Special 
Orders Vo. Il l, current series. He el prirters Department of Texas, of 
which Captain C. D. Vikle, 10th Cavalry, is President, were arraigned 

3. Bugler Harvey H. Duggins , Co. E, 10th Infantry.. 

Charge I—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 

(One specification.) 

Charge II—“Violation of the 33rd Article of War.” 

(One specification.) 

Charge 111-*“Conduct prejudicial to good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

(One specification.) 

Plea —“Guilty.” 

Finding— “Guilty.” 

Sentence — 1 ‘To he confined at hard labor under charge of the guard for 
the period of three (3) months, and to forfeit ten (10) dollars per month of 
his monthly pay for the same period. ” 

4. Private William Cook, Co. F, 10th Infantry. 

(.'Haros’ I—“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military dis- 
(One specification.) 

, Charge II— 11 Violation of the 20th Article of War. ” 

. (One specification.) 

. Plea —“Guilty.” 

tJ'iNDixo—“ Guilty.” ., 1J 

Sentence —“To he confined at hard labor in charge of the,guard until 
December 30, 1876, (wheu histermof serviceexpires), forfeiting to the Uni¬ 
ted States his monthly pay l'or the same period. ’ ’ 


VI. In the cases of Bugler Harvey H. Duggins, Co. E, and Private Wil¬ 
liam Cook, Co. F, 10th Infantry, the proceedings, Undings and sentences 
hre approved, and the sentences will be duly executed. 


t VII. Before a General Court -Martial which convened at Fort Stockton, 
Texas, on Monday, September25, 1876, pursuant to paragraph II, Special 
Orders No. 171, current series, Headquarters Department of Texas, of 
Which Captain S. T. Nouvell, 10th Cavalry, is President, was arraigned 
hnd tried: 

5. Musician John Lewis, Co. F, 25th Infantry. 

Charge I—“Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

(One specification.) 

‘ Charge II—“Violation of the 33rd Article of War.” 

(One specification.) 

Charge III—“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military dis- 

(Seven specifications.) 

Charge IV—“Desertion.” 

(One specification.) 








s 


Pi,ea— To the first charge and its specification, ‘ ‘Not Guilty.” 

To the second charge and its specification, ‘‘Guilty.” 

To the first, second, third, fifth, sixth and seventh specifications, 
third charge, ‘‘Guilty.” 

To the fourth specification, third charge, ‘‘Guilty of taking a 
drum from, but not guilty ot quarreling with. Musician James 
Harris, Co; F, ‘25th Infantry.” 

To the third charge, “Guilty.” 

To the fourth charge and its specification, “Not Guilty.” 
Finding—‘ ‘Guilty of all the charges and specifications. ” 

Sentence— “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, with the loss of all pay and allowances now due or that may be¬ 
come due, and to be confined in such military prison as the reviewing au¬ 
thority may designate for the period of two (2) years.” 


VIII. In the case of Musician John Lewis, Co. F, *25th Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence arc approved, and the sentence will be 
duly executed. 

The Leavenworth Military Prison, Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is desig¬ 
nated as the place of confinement. The prisoner will, however, be held in 
confinement at Fort Stockton, Texas, until further orders. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 


Official: 


J. H. TAYLOR. 
Assistant Adjutant General. 


A ide-de-Camp. 














CASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT CLARK, TEXAS. 

1. Private James H. Thomas.Company P, 8th Cavalry, 

2. Private John Driscoll.Company B, 8lh Cavalry . 

3. Blacksmith Michael Flanagan .Company JP. 6th Cavalry, 

i. Private James Mulligan.Company,fi, 10 th infantry, 

AT FORT McKAVETT, TEXAS. 

S. Private Davit} Hall.Company C, 10fh Cavalry. 

tj. Private James Lowe.Company Q, 10th Cavalry. 

AT SAX ANTONIO, TEXAS. 

7. Private Edwarij Brown.Company P, 10th Infantry. 

8. Private James Condon.Company D, 10th infantry. 

9. Private Michael Kennedy.Company G, Urh Infantry 

10. Private William H. McQuillan.Company B, 10th infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, October 4, 1876. 
General Court Martial ) 

Orders No. 35. ( 

1. Before a General Court Martial Which convened at Fort Clark, Texas, 
on Monday, July 24, 1876, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders No. 
134, and paragraph X, Special Orders No. 160, current series, Headquar. 
ters Department of ’lexas, of which Captain J. N. Craig, 1011) Infantry, is 
President, were arraigned and tided: 

1. Private James H. Thomas, Co. F, 8th Cavalry. 

Chakge I—‘ ‘Desertion.’’ 

(One specification.) 

Charge II—‘ ‘Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

(One specification.) 


Plea— To the specification, fir3t charge, ‘‘Guilty, except the words ‘at 
or near Lieutenant Colonel W. R. Shafter’s scouting camp on 
the Pecos Riyer, Texas, ’ of the excepted words not guilty, ’ ’ 

To the first charge, ‘‘Guilty,” 

To the second charge and its specification, 1 ‘Not Guilty. ’ 5 
Findixg— Of the specification of the first charge, ‘ ‘Guilty, substituting 
the words ‘in Mexico,’ instead of ‘Lieutenant Coionel 
. W RShafter’s scouting camp on tbePecos River, Texas.’ ” 

Oi the first charge, “Guilty.” 

Of the second charge and its specification, “Guilty.” 
Sentence— “To forfeit to the United States all pay and allowances now 
due or to become due, then to he dishonorably discharged the service of 
the United States, and confined in such military prison or penitentiary as 
the reviewing officer may direct for the period of ten (10) years. ” 

2. Private John Driscoll, Company B, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge 1—“Conduct prejudicial to good order and military discipline. ’ • 
(Three specifications.) 

Charge II—‘ ‘Violation of the 21st Article of War.” 

(One specification.) 

Plea —“Guilty.” 

Finding —“Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence— ‘ ‘To forfeit to the United States ten ($10) dollars per month 
of his pay for one (1) year, and to be confined at hard labor in the post 
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guard house at the po9t where his company may be serving for one year.” 

3. Blacksmith Michael Flanagan, Co. F, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 

(Three specifications.) 

Charge II—“Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

(One specification.) 

Plea— “Guilty.” 

Finding—“G uilty.” 

Sentence— “To forfeit to the United States all pay and allowances that 
are now or may become due him, then to be dishonorably discharged the ser- 
viceof the United States, and to be confined in such military prison as the 
Department Commander may direct for six months. ’ ’ 

4. Private James Mulligan, Co. H, 10th Infantry. 

Charge I—“Violation of the 33rd Article of War.” 

(One specification.) 

Charge II—‘ ‘ Violation of the 38th Article of War. ’’ 

(Two specifications.) 

Charge III—“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military dis¬ 
cipline.” 

(Three specifications.) 

Plea— “Not Guilty.” 

Finding —“Guilty. ” 

Sentence—' ‘To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, with loss of all pay and allowances due or to become due him, and 
to be confined in such military prison as the reviewing authority may 


II. Iia the case of Private James H. Thomas, Co. F, 8th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved. The term of imprisonment 
is reduced to five years. As mitigated, the sentence will be duly executed. 

The Leavenworth Military Prison, Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is des¬ 
ignated as the place of confinement. The prisoner will, however, be held 
in confinement at Fort Clark, Texas, until further orders. 

In the case of Private John Driscoll, Co. B, 8th Cavalry, the proceedings 
and findings on the first charge and its specifications are approved. The 
proceedings and findings on the second charge and its specification are dis¬ 
approved, as the specification, as spread on the record, fails to allege any 
offense, owing to the omission of a word, probably by clerical error. 

For this reason, and the good character and short time the prisoner has 
been in the service, the sentence is reduced to read two months, in place of 
* ‘one year, ’ ’ and, as mitigated, will be duly executed. 

In the case of Blacksmith Michael Flanagan, Co. F, 8th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly 
executed. The post of Fort Clark, Texas, is designated as the place of 
confinement. 

In the case of Private James Mulligan, Co. H, 10th Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved. The term of imprisonment 
is reduced to six months. As mitigated, the sentence will be duly 
executed at Fort Clark, Texas. 


III. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort McKavett, 
Texas, on Friday, June 9, 1876, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders 
No. 100, paragraph V, Special Orders No. 103, and paragraph II, Special 
Orders No. 130, current series, Headquarters Department of Texas, of 
which Surgeon C. E. Goddard, Medical Department, is President, were 
arraigned and tried: 







5. Private David Hall, Co. C. 10th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Violation of the 17th Article of War.’* 

(One specification.) 

Plea— “ Not Guilty. ” 

Finding—O f the specific itioh, “Guilty, except the words ‘through 
neglect,’ of the excepted words not guilty.’’ 

Of the charge, “not guilty.” Aud the court does therefore 
acquit him. 

6. Private James Lowe, Co. C, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Violation of the 39th Article of War. ” 

(One specification.) 

Plea— “NotGnilty.” 

Finding— “Guilty.” 

Sentence—’ ‘To be confined at hard labor under charge of the guard for 
the period of six months, and to forfeit ten dollars per month of his month¬ 
ly pay for the same period.” 


IV. In the case of Private David Hall , Co. C, 19th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and acquittal are approved. 

In the case of Private Janes Lowe. Co. C, 10th Cavalry, the proceedings, 
findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly ex- 


V. Before a General Court Martial which convened at the Post of San 
Antonio, Texas, on Monday, the 18th day of September, 187G, pursuant to 
paragraph IV, Special Orders No. 170, and paragraph II, Special Orders 
No. 174, current series, from these Headquarters, and of which Captain 
E. E. Sellers, 10th Infantry, is President, were arraigned and tried: 

7. Private Edward Brown, Co. D, 10th Infantry. 

Charge I—‘ ‘ Violation of the 47th Article of War. ’ ’ 

(One specification.) 

Charge II—“Violation of the 17th Article of War.” 

(One specification.) 

Charge III—“Violation of the 16th-Article of War.” 

' (One specification.) 

Plea— To the specification of the first charge. “Not Guilty , excepting 
the words ‘and did remain absent therefrom until apprehended 
at San Antonio, Texas, dressed in citizen clothes, on the night 
of the 29th of May, 1876. This at or near San Antonio, Texas, on 
or about May 20, 1876,’ and of the excepted words, guilty.” 

To the first charge, “Not Guilty.” 

To the specification ot the second charge, “Guilty, excepting the 
words ‘through neglect, or sell, ’ and of the excepted words not 
guilty.” 

To the second charge, “Not Guilty.” 

To the third charge and its specification, “Not Guilty.” 
Finding—O f the specification of the first charge, “Guilty, excepting t 


words ‘did desert the same,’and substituting there fc. 
words ‘did absent himself from his detachment without ._ 
from his commanding officer, ’ and of the excepted words 


the 


Of the second charge and its specification, “Guilty.” 

- Of the third charge and its specification, ‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence— ‘ ‘To be charged on the muster and pay rolls of his company 
the sum of thirty-two dollars and thirty-six cents, the value of the ord¬ 
nance and ordnance stores lost, sold or wasted, by him, providing the 
same has not already been done; to forfeit to the United States ten dollars 
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per month of his monthly pay for four months, and to be confined at hard 
labor in charge of the guard at the post where his company may be serving 
for the same period. ’ ’ 

8. Private James Condon, Co. 1), 10th Infantry. 

Charge— “Violation of the 38th Article of War.” 

(One specification,). 

' Plea— “Guilty.’’ 

Finding—‘ ‘ Gu ilty . ’ ’ 

Sentence— “To forfeit to the United States ten dollars of his monthly 
pay for the period of three months. ’ ’ 

The court is thus lenient on account of the previous good character of 
the accused, as shown by the testimony of his company commander and 
Lieutenant Duggau, 10th Infantry. 

9. Private Michael Kennedy, Co. G, 11th Infantry. 

Chahge —’ ‘ Desertion. ’ ’ 

(One specification.) •> . 

Plea— “Guilty.” 

Finding— “ Guilty .” 

Sentence— “To forfeit to the United States all pay now due or that may 
become due him, to be dishonorably 'discharged the service, and to be con¬ 
fined in such military prison as the reviewing authority may direct for the 
period of three years. ’ ’ 

10. Private William H. McQuillan, Co. B, 10th Infantry. 

Chahge— “Desertion. ” 

(One specification.) 

Plea— “Guilty.” 

Finding—“G iiilty. ” 

Sentence —‘ ‘To make good the time lost by desertion; to be confined at 
hard labor under charge of the guard at the post where his company may 
be serving for the period of one year, and to forfeit to the United States ten 
dollars per month of his monthly pay for the same period. ’ * 

The court is thus lenient on account of the good character given him by 
liis company commander. 


VI. In the cases of Privates Edward Brown and James Qondon, Co. D, and 
William H. McQuillan, Co. B, 10th Infantry, the proceedings, findings 
and sentences are approved, and the sentences will he duly executed. 

In tlie case of Private ftfichaclKennedy, Co, G, 11th rnfantry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly 
executed. 

The Leavenworth Military Prison, Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is desig¬ 
nated as the place of confinement. The prisoner will, however, be held in 
confinement at the Post of San Antonio, Texas, until further orders. 


By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 


Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 






CASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL , 


AT FORT CLARK, TEXAS. 

1. Private John Fallon.Company F, 8th Cavalry. 


at fort concho, texas. 

2. Private James Needham.Company D, 10th Cavalry. 


AT FORT DAVIS, TEXAS. 

3. Private Robert French.Company A, 25th infantry. 


AT CAMP OX PECOS RIVER, TEXAS. 


4. Private Benjamin Burge. 

5. Private Anthony Davis . 
0. Private Theodore Simms 


.Companv B, JOtli Cavalrv. 
Company K, loth ( avail v. 
Company 15, totti Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas ..September 16, 1876. 
General Court Martial ) 

Orders No. 34. v 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Clark, Texas, 
on Monday, July 24, 1876, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders No. 
134, and paragraph X, Special Orders No. 160, current series, Headquar¬ 
ters Department of Texas, of which Captain J. N. time., loth Infantry, is 
President, was arraigned and tried: 

1. Private John Fallon, Co. F, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—“Desertion.” 

(One speciflcation.) 

Charge II—“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military dis¬ 
cipline.” 

(One speciflcation.) 

Plea—T o the first charge and its specification, “Guilty.” 

To the specification, second charge, “Guilty, except the follow¬ 
ing articles: one carbine cartridge box, value $1.85, one thong 
and wiper, value $0.60, one pistol screwdriver, value $0.10, 
one watering bridle, value $0.92, one saddle cloth, value $0.57, 
one nose bag, value $1.50, one surcingle, value $1.00, two bed 
sacks, value $1.51, each; of the excepted articles, not guilty. ” 
To the second charge, 1 ‘ Guilty. ’ ’ 

Finding— 1 1 Guilty. ” 

Sentence— “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, with the loss of all pay and allowances now due or to become due 
him, and to be confined at such military prison or penitentiary as the Com¬ 
manding General may direct for the period of ten (10) years. ’ ’ 

















II. In Hie case of Private John Fallon, Co. F, 8th Cavalry, the proceed- 
fligs, findings and sentence are approved. The term of imprisonment is 
reduced to live years. As mitigated, the sentence will be duly executed. 

The Leavenworth Military Prison, Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is des¬ 
ignated as the place of confinement.' The prisoner will, however, be held 
in confinement at Fort Clark, Texas, until further orders. 


III. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Concho, 
Texas, on Thursday, the 23nd day of June, 1870, pursuant to paragraph 
VII, Special Orders No. Ill, paragraph I, Special Orders No. 130, and 
paragraph II, Spe iial Orders No. 157, current series, Headquarters De¬ 
partment of Texas, of which Captain F. E. Lacey, 10th Infantry, is Presi¬ 
dent, was arraigned and tried: 

2. Private James Needham, Co. I), 10th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military disci- 

(One specification.) 

Plea—“N ot Guilty.” 

Finding—O f the specification “Guilty - , except the words and figures 
‘one and one-half pounds of tobacco, of the value of $1.09, 

. more or less, ’ and of the excepted words, not guilty. ’ ’ 

Of the charge, ‘ *Gu ilty. ” 

Sentence—“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, forfeiting all pay and allowances now dneor that may become due, 
and to be confined at such place as the proper authority may designate for 
The-period of six (6) months.” ■ ' 

IV. In the case of Private James Needham, Co. D, 10th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be 
duly executed. 

Tl)e post of Fort Concho, Texas, is designated as the place of confine- 
'meut. ’ ' ’ • 

V. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Davis, Texas, 
5 on Friday, September!, 1876, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders 
No. 137, current series. Headquarters' Department of Texas, of which 
Major Z. It. Bliss, 27th Infantry, is President, was arraigned and. tried: 

3. Private Robert French, Co. A, 25th infantry.' ~C.s :t. 

Charge I—“Desertion.” 

(One specification.) 

Charge II—“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military dis¬ 
cipline.” 

(One specification.) 

Plica— “Not Guilty.” 

Finding—“N ot Guilty. ” 

And the court does therefore acqnit him. 


■ VI. In the case of Private Robert Frenclti-Co. A, 23th Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and acquittal are approved. 

(Orders hare already been issued for his release from confinement). 


VII. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Camp of the 
Scouting Expedition on Pecos river, Texas, on Thursday, July 6, 1876, 
pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders No. 103, and paragraph III, 
Special Orders No. 134, current series, Headquarters Department of Texas, 
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of which First Lieutenant A. C. Maukley, 24th Infantry, is President, 
were arraigned and tried: 

4. PTitate Benjamin Burge, 0#. B, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

(Two speciObattohs.# 

Plea— To the first 6peteilic.Vt.ion, “Not Guilty. ” 

To the second sp'dcftteation, “Guilty , except the words‘for the 
purpose of preventing him from killing the said Private Squire 
Hines-, Co. B, 10th Cavalry,’ and to the e.xoepte 1 words, not 
guilty.” 

To the charge, “Not Guilty.” 

Finding— Of the first specific ition, “Guilty, except the word ‘attempt,’ 
and substituting therefir the word ‘threaten. ’ ” 

Of the second specification, “Guilty, except the words ‘for 
the purpose of preventing him from killing said Private 
' Squire Hines, Co. B, 10th Cavalry,’ and of the excepted 

Of the charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence —And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Squire 
Hines, Company B, 10th Cavalry, “l'o forfeit to the United States twelve 
dollars ($12.00) of his pay.” 

The court is thus lenient from the fact that the prisoner appears to be 
under the impression that he was doing his duty in not giving up his car¬ 
bine. 

5. Private Anthony Davis, Go: E, 10th Cavalry. 

Ciiakge— ‘ ‘Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military discipline. ’ ’ 

(One specification.) 

Plea— “Not Guilty.” 

Finding—“G uilty.” 

Sentence —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, with forfeiture of all pay and allowances due or to become due, 
and to be confined at hard labor at such place as the proper authority may 
direct for one year. ’ ’ 

6. Private Theodore Simms, Co. B, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge I—“Violation of the 21st Ai’ticle of War.” 

(Three specifications.) 

Charge II—“Conduct prejudicial to good order and military disci- 

(Two specifications.) 

Plea—“N ot Guilty.” 

Finding— Of the first specification, first charge, “Guilty.” 

Of the second specification, first charge, ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ’ ’ 

Of the third specification, first charge, “Guilty.” 

Of the first charge, ‘ ‘Guilty. ” 

Of the second charge and its specifications, “Guilty.” 

Sentence— “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
states, with loss of all pay and allowances due or to become due, and to 
be confined at such place as the proper authority may direct for one year. ’ ’ 

VIII. In the case of Private Benjamin Burge, Co. B, 10th Cavalry, the rec¬ 
ord is fatally defective, owing to the fact that the court, after finding the 
accused, Private Benjamin Barge, Co. B, 10th Cavalry, guilty, have sen¬ 
tenced Private Squire Hines, Co. B, 10th Cavalry, the principal witness, 
to be punished,—this sentence is disapproved. 
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It being impracticable to have the court reconvened to act on Burge’s 
findings he has been released. 

In the case of Private AntKony Davis, Co. E, 10th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and sentence are approved. The period of confinement is 
reduced to six months. As mitigated, the sentence will be duly executed. 
The station of his company is designated as the place of confinement. 

lu the case of Private Theodore Simms, Co. B, 10th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly 
execn ted. 

The: Leavenworth Military Prison, Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is de¬ 
signated as the place of confinement. The prisoner will, however, be 
sent to Fort Clark, Texas, where he will be held in confinement until fur¬ 
ther orders. 

. By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

- J. it TAYLOR, 

Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


A ide-de-Camp. 





HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, September 13 , 1876 . 
General Court Martial ) 

Orders No. 33 . ( 


I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Brown, Texas, 
on Thursday, June 22, 1876, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders No. 
108, current series, Headquarters Department of Texas, of which Captain 
L. T. Morris, 8thCavalry, is President, was arraigned and tried: 

Second Lieutenant William H. Wheeler , 11th Infantry. 

Charge— “Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline, in violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Specification 1st—‘‘In this, that he. Second Lieutenant William H. Wheeler, 
11th U. S. Infantry, being on duty as officer of the guard at Fort 
Brown, Texas, did assault and strike on the head with his sword Pe¬ 
ter Butler, a private in Co. 1, 8th U. S. Cavalry, said Private Butler 
being at the time on duty, marching on guard with his carbine at a 
jnglU shoulder. ’ This at Fort Brown, Texas, on or about May 16, 

Specification 2nd—‘ ‘In this, that he, Second Lieutenant William H. Wheeler, 
11th U. S. Infantry, being on duty as officer of the guard at Fort 
Brown, Texas, did assault and strike with his sword Charles F. Point, 
1, 8th U. S. Cavalry, breaking a hole iu the helmet 
upon the head «*• ..- - ■ - 

carbine at a ‘right shoulder.’ This a 
about May 16, 1876.” 

Plea— To the specifications, ‘‘Guilty.” 

To the charge, ‘ ‘Not Guilty.” 

Finding —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence-* ‘To forfeit to the United States the sum of forty (40) dollars 
of his pay, and to be reprimanded in General Orders by the Department 
Commander.” 


II. In the case of Second Lieutenant William H. Wheeler, 11th Infantry, 
the proceedings, findings and sentence are approved. 

The offense of which this officer is found guilty is violation of the 62nd 
Article of War, in striking two soldiers over the head with his sword 
while marching under arms in the ranks, cutting through the helmet and 
inflicting a severe cut upon the head of one of them—this for the alleged 
reason that, when the order, ‘‘ carry your arms steady,” was given, they 
failed to obey it. 

The conduct of Lieutenant Wheeler certainly shows that he had lost his 
temper and was not in the exercise of sound discretion, or that he is unfit 
to command from want of appreciation of the dignity becoming an officer 
and the treatment due to the soldier in the ranks. 

If the colonel of his regiment, while drilling it, should repeatedly order 
Lieutenant Wheeler to carry his arms steady, and if he failed, should ride 
up to him and cut through his helmet into his scalp, the Department Com¬ 
mander might think, were it possible that such an incident could occur, 
it would enable the lieutenant to understand the character of the offense of 
which he has been convicted. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


A ide-de-Camp. 











CASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT BROWN, TEXAS. 

1. Private Henry Huffman.Company D, 11th Infantry. 


AT FORT CLARK, TEXAS. 

2. Private John Gale .Company H, 10th Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, September 7, 1876. 
General Court Martial / 

Orders No. 32. ( 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Brown, Texas, 
on Thursday, June 22, 1870, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders No. 
108, paragraph V, Special Orders No. 136, and paragraph II, Special Or¬ 
ders No. 137, current series. Headquarters Department of Texas, of which 
Major A. J. Alexander, 8th Cavalry, is President, was arraigned and 
tried: 

1. Private Henry Huffman, Co. D, 11th Infantry. 

Charge I—‘ * Violation of the 38th Article of War. ’ ’ 

(One specification.) 

Charge II—“Neglect; of duty, to the prejudice of good order and military 
discipline.” 

(One specification.) 

Charge III—“Violation of the 40th Article of War. ’ ’ 

(One specification.) 

Plea—* ‘Not Guilty. ’ ’ 

Finding—O fthe first charge and its specification, “Guilty.” 

Of the second charge and its specification, ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ” 
Ofthe third charge and its specification, “Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence —“To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, with loss of all pay and allowances that are or may become due, 
and to be confined at hard tabor in charge of a guard at such place as the 
reviewing officer may direct for the period of six months.” 


II. In the case of Private Henry Huffman, Co. D, 11th Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be 
duly executed. The post of Fort Brown, Texas, is designated as the 
place of confinement. 


HI. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, on Monday, July 24, 1876, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Or¬ 
ders No. 134, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated July 18, 1876, 
San Antonio, Texas, of which Captain J. N. Craig, 10th Infantry, is 
President, was arraigned and tried: 
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2. Private John Gale, Co. H, 10th Infantry. 

Charge I—“Violation of the 39th Article of War.” 

(One specification.) 

Charge II—“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military dis¬ 
cipline.” 

(One specification.) 


Finding—O f the first charge and its specification, “Not Guilty.” 

Of the specification, second charge, “Guilty, except the words 
‘asleep on post,’ of the excepted words, not guilty, and 
attach no criminality thereto.” 

Of the second charge, “Not Guilty.” 

And the court does therefore acquit him. 


IV. In the case of Private John Gale, Co. H, 10th Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and acquittal are approved. 

( Orders have already been issued for his release from confinement). 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 


Official: 


J. H. TAYLOK, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 


A ide-de-Camp. 






CASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT CONCHO, TEXAS. 

1. Private Daniel Biggins .Company 1) 10th Cavalry 

2. Private Benjamin Smith.Company D, 10th Cavalry! 


AT RINGGOLD BARRACKS, TEXAS. 

. Corporal William W. Andrews.Company j 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, August 29, 1876. 
General Court Martial ) 

Orders No. 31. ( 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Concho, 
Texas, on Thursday, the 22nd day of June, 1876, pursuant to paragraph 
VII, Special Orders No. Ill, and paragraph I, Special Orders No. 130, 
current series, Headquarters Department of Texas, of which Captain F. e! 
Lacey, loth Infantry, is President, were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Daniel Biggins, Go. D, 10th Cavalry. 

Cuakgk—‘ ‘Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

(One specification.) 

Pi.ka— ‘‘Guilty. ” 

Finding— ‘‘Guilty.” 

Sentence— ‘‘To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 

States; to forfeit all pay now due or that may become due, and to be con- 

lined wherever the Department Commander may designate for the period 

2. Private Benjamin Smith, Co. D, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge I—‘ ‘ Violation of the 32nd Article of War. ’ ’ 

(One specification.) 

Charge II—‘‘Conduct prejudicial to good order and military disci, 
pline.” 

(Two specifications.) 

Plea— “Guilty.” 

Finding —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence— ‘‘To be confined at hard labor in charge of the post guard 
for the period of three months, and to forfeit to the United States ten dollars 
per month of his pay for the same period. ” 

II. In the case of Private Daniel Biggins, Co. D, 10th Cavalry, the prison¬ 
er’s statement directly contradicts his plea—the court in its findings is 
governed entirely by the plea. For this reason the Department Com- 
mauder, while he approves the proceedings, disapproves the findings and 
sentence. 

Private Biggins will be released from Confinement and returned to duty. 
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In the case of Private Benjamin Smith, Co. D, 10th Cavalry, no evidence 
having been taken, the statement of the prisoner in connection with his 
plea is the only data left the Department Commander by which to 
judge of the circumstances in relation to the offenses charged. It appears 
from the prisoner’s statement that he has been already punished for the 
offense alleged in the first specification to the second charge, and a por¬ 
tion of those contained in the specification to the first charge; this state¬ 
ment is as good evidence as the plea. 

Subject to'the foregoing remarks, the proceedings and findings are ap¬ 
proved. The sentence is reduced to read: “To be confined at hard labor 
lor one month, and to forfeit: ten dollars of his pay,’’ and will be so 
executed. 


III. Before a General Court Martial Which convened at Ringgold Bar¬ 
racks, Texas, on Thursday, June 1; 1870, -pursuant to paragraph VI, Spe¬ 
cial Orders No.-!)!, paragraph i,'Special Orders No. 120, paragraph V, 
Special Orders No. 123, current series, Headquarters Department of Texas, 
of which CaptahiH. C. Corbin, 21th Infantry, is President, was arraigned 
and tried: 

3. Corporal William W. Andrews, Co. A, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—‘ ‘Violation of the 38th Article of War. ’ ’ 

(One specification . ) 

Charge II—“Violation of the 62nd Article of War.”' 

(Four specifications.) 1 

Pbea—' f6 tlie first charge and specification, * ‘Not Guilty. ” 

To the first and' second specifications, second charge, “Guilty.” 

To the third and fourth specifications, second charge, “Not 

’ Guilty.” 

To the second charge, “Not Guilty.” 

Finding —* ‘ Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence— “To be reduced to the ranks, and to forfeit to the United 
States ten dollars of his monthly pay for the period of six months, and be 
confined at hard labor for the same time under charge of the guard at the 
post where his company may be serving. ’ ’ 

IV. In the case of Corporal William W. Andrews, Co. A, 8th Cavalry., 
the proceedings, findings and sentence are approved. 

In view of the unanimous recommendation to clemency by the members 
of the court on account of the previous excellent character.of .the prisoner, 
as. testified ta by his .company commander, and the long confinement 
already undergone, the sentence is remitted, except so much as relates to 
reduction to the ranks. As mitigated, the sentence will be duly executed. 

Corporal Andrews will be released from confinement and returned to duly 
as a private soldier. 


By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 


Official: 


,-1 ide-de-Camp, 









OASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT BROWN, TEXAS. 

1. Private Thomas J. Thompson.Company H, 8th Cavalry. 


AT FORT CLARK, TEXAS. 

2. Musician Samuel Wilson.Company K, 10th Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, August 25, 1876. 
General Court Martial J 
Orders No. 30. ) 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Brown, Texas, 
on Thursday, June 22, 1876, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders No. 
108, paragraph V, Special Orders No. 136, and paragraph II, Special Or¬ 
ders No. 137, current series, Headquarters Department of Texas, of which 
Captain L. T. Morris, 8th Cavalry, is President, was arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Thomas J. Thompson, Co. H, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—‘‘Desertion. ” 

(One specification.) 

Charge II—“Violation of the 17 th Article of War.” 

(One specification.) 

Plea —First charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Specitication second charge, “Guilty, except the word ‘sell.’ ” 
Second charge, “Guilty.” 

Finding —‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence— “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, with loss of all pay and allowances that are or may become due, 
and to be confined at hard labor in charge of a guard in such place as the 
reviewing authority may direct for the period of three (3) years.” 


II. In the case of Private Thomas J. Thompson, Co. H, 8th Cavalry, the 
proceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be 
duly executed. 

The Leavenworth Military Prison, Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is de¬ 
signated as the place of confinement. The prisoner will, however, be 
held in confinement at Fort Brown, Texas, until further orders. 


III. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, on Monday, July 24, 1876, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Or¬ 
ders No. 131, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated July 18, 1876, 
San Antonio, Texas, of which Captain J. N. Craig, 10th Infantry, is 
President, was arraigned and tried: 

2. Musician Samuel Wilson, Co. K, 10th Infantry. 

Charge —“Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military disci- 
(One specification.) 
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Plea— “Guilty.” (The prisoner’s statement containing matter in con¬ 
tradiction of his plea, the court directed testimony to be taken). 

Finding —Of the specification, “Guilty, except the words ‘and attempt 
to sell the same for his own benefit,■’ of the excepted words, 

not guilty.” --- 

Of the charge* “Guil(y,’> 

Sentence— “To be confined at hard labor in the post guard house for 
three (3) months, and, at the termination of his confinement, to be dis¬ 
honorably discharged the service of the United States, with loss of all pay 
and allowances now due or to become due him.” 


IV. In the case of Musician Samuel Wilson, Co. K, 10th Infantry, the 
proceedings are approved. The findings and sentence are disapproved, 

, for the reason that the evidence does not sustain the charge. 

(Orders have already been issued for his release from confinement). 

BV COMMAND OF BRIGADIER GENERAL OliD: 


J. H. TAYLOR, 


'Official: 


Assistant Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Oanip.. 






OASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT BROWN, TEXAS. 


1. Private Thomas Daly. 


.Company G, 11th Infantry. 


AT FORT McKAVETT, TEXAS. 



Company F, 10th Infantry. 
..Company I, loth Infantry. 


AT RIXGGOLD BARRACKS, TEXAS. 


4. Private Robert Inkster. 


■ Company M, 8th Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, August 21,1876. 
General Court Martial / 



1. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Brown, Texas, 
on Thursday, June 22, 1870, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders No. 
108, paragraph V, Speci il Orders No. 136, and paragraph II, Special Or¬ 
ders No. 137, current series, Headquarters Department of Texas, of which 
Major A. J. Alexander, 8th Cavalry, is President, was arraigned and 
tried: 

1. Private Thomas Qgly, Co. C, 1.1th Infantry, 

Charge— “Loss of arms, in violation of the 17th Article of War. ” 

(One specification.) 

Plea —‘ * Not Guilty,. ” 

Finding—“N ot Guilty.” 

And the court does therefore acquit him. 

II. In the case of Private Tho/nas Daly, Co. C, 11th Infantrv, thte pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and acquittal are approved. 

(Orders have already been issued for his release from, confinement). 

III. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort McKavett, 
Texas, on Friday, June 9, 1876, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders 
No. 1.00, paragraph V, Special Orders No. 103, and paragraph II, Special 
Orders No. 130, current series. Headquarters Department of Texas, of 
which Surgeon C. E. Goddard, Medical Department, is President, were 
arraigned and tried: 

2. Private Charles A. Pringle, Co. F, 10th Infantry. 

Charge— 1 ‘ Violation of the 62nd Article-of War.” 

(Eight specifications) 

Plea— To specification first, “Not Guilty.” 

To specification second, “Not Guilty . v 

To specification third, “Guilty, except the words ‘which state¬ 
ment was knowingly and wilfully false;’ and to the excepted 
words, not guilty.” 

To specification fourth, “Not Guilty.” 

To specification fifth, “Guilty.” 

To specification sixth, “Guilty.” 

To specification seventh, “GuiUy, except the word ‘unlawfully,’ 
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and to the excepted wont, not guilty. ’’ 

To speciftcation eighth, “Guilty, exceptthe word ‘carelessness,’ 
and to the excepted word, not guilty.” 

To the charge, “Guilty.” „ . 

Finding —Nolle prosequi entered to specifications first and second. Guilty 
of the remainder. ..... 

Sentence— “To forfeit to the United States twelve (12) dollars of his 
monthly pay for one (1) month, and to be confined at hard labor under 
charge of the guard at the post where his eompany may be serving for one 
(1) month.” 

3. Private Michael Grogan, Co. I, 10th Infantry. 

Charge— “Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” " ' ; 

(Three specifications.) 

Plea—T o specification first, “Not Guilty.” 

To specification second, “Not Guilty.” , , % 

To specification third} plea in bar sustained by court. 

: To the charge, “Not Guilty..” •• •• 

Finding —Of specification first, “Not Guilty.” . 

Of specification second, “Guilty.” 

Of the chavge, “Guilty.” . 

'Sentence— 1 ‘To forfeit to the United States ten (10) dollars of his rtionthly 
pay for one mouth. ’ ’ 

IV. In the cases of Privates .Gharles.A. Pringle, Co, F, and Michael,Gro¬ 
gan, Co, I, 10th Ipfantr.y, the proceedings, findings and sentences are ap : 
proved, and the sentences will be duly exe cuted. 

V. Before a General Court Martial which convened'at Ringgold Bar¬ 
racks Texas on Thursday ; June 1, 1376, pursuantto paragraph VI, Spe¬ 
cial Orders No. 90, pingraph I, Special Orders No. 130, paragraph V, 
Special Orders No. 123, current series, Headquarters Department of lexas, 
of which Captain H. C. Corbin, 21th Infantry, is President, was arraigned 
and tried: 

1..Private..Robert Inkster, Co. M, 3th Cavalry. . 

Charge— “Drunk on duty.” . . 

(One specific,afion.) , , .. . 

Plea— “Guilty.” 

•Finding*— “Guilty. ” 

Sentence—“T o be confined lit. hard labor for two (2) months under 
charge of the guard at the post where his company may be serving, and to' 
forfeit ten dollars ($10) per month of his pay for the Same period. ” 

The court is thus leuieut on account of the prisoner’s good character, as 
shown by the evidence, and the confi nemen t already undergone. 

VI. iu the case of Private Robert Inkster, Co. M, 8th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be 
duly executed. • 

By COMMAND OF BRIGADIER GENERAL OrD: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


A'hl^de-Camp. 








CASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL, 


AT FORT CLARK, TEXAS. 

1. Private James Devine,..Company K, 10th Infantry. 

2. Corporal Augustus St. Clair,.Company K, 10th Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, August 14, 1876. 
General Court Martial / 

Orders No. 28. ) 

I. Before a General Court Martial which conveneil at Fort Clark, 
Texas, on Monday, July 24, 1876, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Or¬ 
ders No. 134, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated July 18, 1876, 
San Antonio, Texas, of which Captain J. N. Craig, 10th Infantry, is 
President, and Second Lieutenant William Paulding, 10th Infantry, 
Judge Advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private James Devine, Co. K, 10th Infantry. 

Charge —‘ ‘Sleeping on post.” 

(One specification.) 

Plea— ‘‘Guilty.” 

Finding —‘ ‘ Guilty. ’' 

Sentence— ‘‘To forfeit to theUnited States ten ($10) dollars ol his month¬ 
ly pay for the period of six (6) months, and to he confined at hard labor in 
charge of the guard at the post his company may be serving at for the same 
period. ’ ’ 

2. Corporal Augustus St. Clair, Co. K, 10th Infantry. 

Charge I—‘‘Drunkenness on duty.” 

(One specification.) 

Charge H—‘‘Conduct prejudicial to good order and military disci- 

(One specification.) 

Plea— “Guilty.” 

Finding —‘ ‘ Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence —“To be reduced to the ranks, and to forfeit to the United 
States ten ($10) dollars of his monthly pay for the period of six (6) months. ’ ’ 


II. In the case of Private James Devine, Co. K, 10th Infantry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly 
executed. 

In the case of Corporal Augustus St. Clair, Co. K, 10th Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved. The sentence is reduced to 
read, three months in place of “six (6) months,” and, as mitigated, will be 
duly executed. 

Corporal St. Clair will be released from arrest and returned to duty as a 
private soldier. 


By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official : 


Aide-de-Camp. 











. 
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OASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT BROWN, TEXAS. 


1 . 

3. 

5 ! 

8 . 


9 ^ 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, August 12, 1876. 
General Court Martial > 

Orders No. 27. \ 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convener! at Fort Brown, Texas, 
on Thursday, June 22, 1876, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders So. 
MS, paragraph V, Special Orders No. 136, and paragraph II, Special Or¬ 
ders No. 137, current series, Headquarters Department of Texas, of which 
Major A. J. Alexander, 8th Cavalry, is President, and Second Lieuten¬ 
ant F. W. Mansfield, 11th Infantry, Judge Advocate, were arraigned 
and tried: 

1. Private John Carney, Co. H, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—“Desertion.” 

(One specification.) 

Charge II—‘ ‘ Violation of the 17th Article of War. ’ ’ 

(One specification.) 

Plea— “Guilty.” 

Finding—* ‘Guilty.” 

Sentence— “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States; to forfeit all pay and allowances due, and to be confined in such 
military prison as the Department Commander may direct for the period 
of three (3) years.” 

2. Private Wilhelm Kritz, Co. H, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—* ‘Desertion. ’ ’ 

(One specification.) 

Charge II—‘ ‘Violation of the 17th Article of War. * * 

(One specification.) 

Plea —“Guilty.” 

Finding—' ‘Guilty. ” 

Sentence— “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States; to forfeit all pay and allowances noW due or that may become due, 
and to be confined in such military prison as the Department Commander 
may direct for the period of three (3) years. ” 


Private John Carney,.Company II, 8th Cavalry. 

Private Wilhelm Kritz.Company H, 8th Cavalry. ' 

Private William Jackson,.Company I, 8th Cavalry. 

Private Willlani Osborn ...Company 1, 8th Cavalry. 

Private FrankDacy,.Company L, 8th Cavalry. 

Private Frank Daley,.Company L, 8th Cavalry. 

AT RINGGOLD BARRACKS, TEXAS. 

Private Joseph Burns,. Company M, 8th Cavalrv 

Private Michael Hayes.Company M, 8th Cavalry! 

Private Frederick X. Mason.Company M, 8th Cavalry " 

















3. Private William Jackson, Co. I, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—‘ • Violation of the 32nd Article of War. ” 

(One specification.) 

Charge II—‘ ‘ Violation of the 33rd Article of War. ’ ’ 

(Nineteen specifications.) 

Plea —“Guilty.” 

Finding —“Guilty.” 

Sentence— “To he confined at hard labor under charge of the post 
guard for the period of two (2) months, and to forfeit to the United States 
the sum of twelve (12) dollars of his pay. ” 


II. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Brown, Texas, 
on Thursday, June 22, 1876, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders No. 
IDS, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated June 13,1876, San Antonio, 
Texas, of which Captain L. T. Morris, 8th Cavalry, is President, and Sec¬ 
ond Lieutenant F. W. Mansfield, 11th Infantry, Judge Advocate, were 
arraigned and tried: 

1. Private William Osborn, Co. I, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—“Drunkenness on duty, in violation of the 38th Article of 
.War.” 

(One specification.') 

Charge II—“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military dis¬ 
cipline.” 

(One specification.) 

, Plea— “Not Guilty. ” 

. Finding —“Guilty.” 

■ Sentence— 1 ‘To be confined ten (10) days in the post guard house, and 
to forfeit ten ($10) dollars of his pay for one month.” 

5. Private Frank Dacij, Co. L, 8th Cavalry. 

. Charge— “Desertion.” 

(One specification.) 

Plea —“Not Guilty.” 

Finding —Of the specification, “Guilty, except the word ‘desert, ’ and 
substituting therefor the words ‘absent himself from, ’ and of 
the excepted word, not guilty. ” 

Of the charge, “Not guilty, but guilty of ‘absence without 
leave.' ” 

Sentence— “To forfeit to the United States ($10) 'dollars of his monthly 
.’pay for the period of three (3) months, and to be confined at hard labor in 
charge of the guard at the post where his company may be serving for the 
. same period. ’ ’ 

6. Private Frank Daley, Co. L, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge —‘ ‘ Desertion. ’ ’' 

(One specification.) 

Plea —‘ ‘Not Guilty.’’ 

Finding —Of the specification, “Guilty, except the word ‘desert,’ and 
substituting therefor the words ‘absent himself without leave 
from,’ and of the excepted words, np.t guilty.’ ” 

Of the charge, “Not guilty, but guilty of ‘absence without 

Sentence— “To be confined in charge of a guard for the period of two 
(2) months, and to forfeit to the United States the sum of ten ($10) dollars 
of his pay per month for the sam e period. ’ ’ 
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III. In the case of Private John Carney, Co. H, 8th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and sentence are approved. In view of the unanimous re¬ 
commendation to mercy by the members of the court the term ot confine¬ 
ment is reduced to one (1) year. As mitigated, the sentence will he duly 
executed. 

The Leavenworth Military Prison, Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is de¬ 
signated as the place of confinement. The prisoner will, however, be 
held in confinement at Fort Brown, Texas, until further orders. 

In the case of Private I Vilhelm Kritz, Co. H, 8th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly- 
executed. 

The Leavenworth Military Prison, Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is desig¬ 
nated as the place of confinement. The prisoner will, however, be held 
in confinement at Fort Brown, Texas, until further orders. 

In the cases of Privates William Jackson and William Osborn, Co. I, 
and Frank Daley., Co. L, 8th Cavalry, the proceedings, findings and senten¬ 
ces are approved, and the sentences will be duly executed. 

In the case of Private Frank Vary, Co. L, 8th Cavalry, the proceedings, 
findings and sentence are approved. The sentence is reduced to read two 
(2) months in place of ‘ ‘three (3) months, ’ ’ and, as mitigated, will be duly 
executed. 


TV. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Ringgold Bar¬ 
racks, Texas, on Thursday, Junel, 1876, pursuant to paragraph VI, Spe¬ 
cial Orders No. 90, paragraph I, Special Orders No. 120, paragraph V, 
Special Orders No. 123, current series, Headquarters Department of Texas, 
of which Captain H. C. Corbin, 24th Infantry, is President, and Second 
Lieutenant J. I. Kane, 24th Infantry, Judge Advocate, were arraigned 
and tried: 

7. Private Joseph Burns, Co. M, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge — 1 ‘Violation of the 39th Article of War. ’ ’ 

(One specification.) 

Plea —“Guilty.” 

Finding—* ‘Guilty. ’’ 

Sentence— “To forfeit to the United States ten ($10) dollars of his 
monthly pay- for the period of three (3) months, and to be confined at hard 
labor for the same period under charge of the guard at the post where tiis 
company may be serving. ’’ 

8. Private Michael Hayes, Co. M, 8th Cavalry. 

Chakge—“V iolation of the 39th Article of War.” 

(One specification.) 

Plea— 1 ‘ Guilty. ’ ’ 

Finding—“G uilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence— “To forfeit to the United States ten (10) dollars of hismonthlv 
pay for the period of three (3) months, and to be confined at hard labor for 
the same period under charge of the guard at the post where his company 
may be serving. ’ ’ 

9. Private Frederick K. Mason, Co. M, 8th Cavalry. 

Crarge I—‘ ‘Drunk on duty.’ ’ 

(One specification.) 

Charge II—“Conduct prejudicial to good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

(One specification.) 

Plea—' ‘Not Guilty.’' 
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Finding —Of the first charge and its specification, ‘‘Not Guilty. ” 

Of charge second and its specification, “Guilty.” 

Sentence— “To forfeit to the United States ten dollars ($10.00) of his 
monthly pay for one month, and to be confined at hard labor for the same 
period, under charge of the guard, at the post where his company may be 
serving. ” 

(The court is thus lenient on account of the length of time the prisoner 
has already passed in confinement. 


V. In the cases of Privates Joseph Barns, Michael Hayes, and Frederick K. 
Mason, Co. M, 8th Cavalry, the proceedings, findings and sentences are ap¬ 
proved, and the sentences will bfe duly executed. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 


Official: 


Aide'de-Camp. 






CASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT BROWN, TEXAS. 


1. Private John Fletcher .. 

2. Private George Sowles.. 

3. Sergeant James Meehan. 

4. Private John Kefl'er. 

5. Sergeant Robert Merritt. 


Company H. 9th Cavalry. 
.Company L, 8tli Cavalry. 
Company C, 11th Infantry. 
.Company I, 11th Infantry . 
Cpmpany E, 24ih Infantry. 


AT FORT CLARK, TEjRh1. 

6. Private Charles H. Drew.Company K, 10th Infantry. 


AT FORT DAVIS, TEXAS. 

7. Private Dickson Ilnuter..Company H, 10th Cavalry. 


AT FORT McKAVETT, TEXAS. 

8. Private Frank W. Smith.Company F, 10th Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, August 5, 1876. 
General Court Martial { 

Orders No. 26. j 

I. licfore a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Brown, Texas, 
on Thursday, June 22, 1870, pursuant, to paragraph II, Special Orders No’ 
his, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated June 13, 1873, sun Antonio, 
Texas, of which Captain L. T. Mounts, 8th Cavalry, is President, and Sec¬ 
ond Lieutenant F. W. Mansfield, 11th Infantry, Judge Advocate, were 
arraigned and tried: 

1. Private John Fletcher, Co. H, flth Cavalry. 

Charge— ' ‘Desertion, in violation of the 47th Article of War.” 
Specification ‘ ‘In that Private John Fletcher, Co. II, !)th Cavnlrv, a duly 
enlisted soldier in the service of the United States, did desert said 
service at Fort Brown, Texas, on or about July 23, 1875, and did re¬ 
main absent until apprehended at Fort Brown, Texas, on or about 
March 27, 1876.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 
Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him. Private John Fletcher, Co. H, 
ah Cavalry, “To be dishonorobly discharged the service of the United 
Mates, with loss of all pay and allowances that [are] or may becomedue.and 
r.o be confined at hard labor in such place as the reviewing authority may 
direct forlhe period of three (3) years.” 

2. Private George Sowles , Co. L, 8tli Cavalry. 




















2 

Charge—“D runkon duty.’’ 

Specification —“In that Private George Sowles, Co. D, 8th Cavalry, being a 
duly mounted member of the post guard, was, while on said duty, 
found drunk. This at Fort Brown, Texas, on or about June 21, 
1870.’’ 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, ‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence . 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private George Sowles, Co. 
I., 8th Cavalry, “To forfeit to the United States ten (10) dollars of his 
monthly pay for the period of three (3) months, and to be confined in 
charge of the guard at such place as the reviewing officer may direct for 
the same period.” 

3. Sergeant James Meehan, Co. C, 11th Infantry. 

Charge X—“Violation of the 21st Article of War.” 

Specification—“ In this, that he, Sergeant James Meehan, Co. C, 11th Infan¬ 
try, while, acting as sergeant of the post guard at Fort Brown, Texas, 
did allow and cause a bottle of intoxicating liquor to be furnished a 
deserter in confinement in the post guard house. This at Fort Brown, 
Texas, on or about the 16th day of July, 1876.” 

Charge II—“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military dis- 

Specification —“In this, that he, Sergeant James Meehan, Co. C, 11th Infan¬ 
try, while acting as sergeant of the post guard at Fort Brown, Texas, 
did send Private John W. Bell, Co. D, 11th Infantry, (a member of 
the post guard), into the City of Brownsville for the purpose of ob¬ 
taining a bottle of intoxicating liquor for the use of a deserter who 
was at the time in confinement in the post guard house. This at or 
near Fort Brown, Texas, on or about the 161h day of July, 1876.” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded “Not Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 

Of the first charge and its specification, ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ’ ’ 

Of charge second and its specification, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Sergeant James Meehan, Co. 
C, 11th Infantry, “To be reduced to the rank of a private, and to be con¬ 
fined in the post guard house for one (1) month, and to forfeit to the United 
States the sum of ten (10) dollars of his pay for the same period. ” 

4. Private John Keffer, Co. I, 11th Infantry. 

Charge I—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 

Specification— “In this, that he, Private John Keffer, of Co. I, 11th Infantry, 
did absent himself from his company and post, without permission 
from proper authority, from about 10 o’clock a. m. , on the morning 
of July 18, 1876, and did remain so absent until about 3 o’clock p. m., 
on the 19th day of July, 1876. This at Fort Brown, Texas. ’ ’ 

Charge II—‘ ‘ Violation of the 33rd Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification —“In this, that he, Private John Keffer, of Co. 1,11th Infantry, 
did Fail to appear at the proper place of rendezvous of his company 
at drill, retreat and tattoo roll-calls on the 18th day of July, 1876, 
and at reveille roll-call on the 19th day of July, 1876. This at Fort 
Brown, Texas.” 
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Chaiigk III—“Conduct prejudicial to good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification Is?—“In this, that he. Private John Keffer, of Co. I, 11th In¬ 
fantry, having been regularly detailed and mounted as supernu¬ 
merary of the guard on the morning of the 18th of July, 1876, did, 
without authority, absent himself from his company and post from 
about 10 o’clock A. ,m. , same date, until about 8 o’clock p. m. , July 
19, 1876, thereby failing to be in readiness for guard duty in case he 
was called for. This at Fort Brown, Texas, on or about the 18th day 
of July, 1876.” 

Specification 2nd—“In this, that he, Private John Keffer, of Co. I, 11th In¬ 
fantry, having been regularly detailed and mounted as supernu¬ 
merary of the guard on the 18th July, 1876, and knowing that if he 
was not called upon for duty during that day that he would be for 
guard on the morning of July 19, 1876, did wilfully, and for the pur¬ 
pose of evading the performance of said duty, absent himself from 
his company and post, without proper authority, from about 10 
o’clockA. SI., on July 18, 1876, until about 3 o’clock p. si., July 19, 
1876. This at Fort Brown, Texas.” 

Specification 3rd—“In this, that he, Private John Keffer, of Co. I, 11th In¬ 
fantry, was so much under the influence of intoxicating liquor as to 
render him totally unable to perform the duties of asoldier. This at 
Fort Brown, Texas, on the 19th day of July, 1876.” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 
Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charges and specifications, “Guilty.” 

Sentence . 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private John Keffer, Co. r, 
11th Infantry, “To forfeit to the United States ten (10) dollars of his 
monthly pay for one (I) month, and to be confined at hard labor at the 
post where his company may be serving for the same period. ’ ’ 

5. Sergeant Robert Merritt, Co. E, 24th Infantry. 

Charge I—“Violation ol'the 47th Article of War.” 

Specification —“In this, that Sergeant Robert Merritt, Co. E, 24th Infantry, 
a duly enlisted soldier in the service of the United States, did, on or 
about the 23rd of June, 1876, desert the same, and remain so absent 
until the night of the 29th of June, 1876, when he voluntarily made 
his appearance in his company barracks. This at or near Fort 
Brown, Texas.” 

Charge II — “Violation of the 60th Article of War.” 

Specification —‘ ‘In this, that Sergeant Robert Merritt, of Co. E, 2!th Infan¬ 
try, being in charge of the arms and ammunition of his company, 
did, knowingly and wilfully, misappropriate or dispose of four hun¬ 
dred and thirty-five (435) rounds of rifle ball cartridges, calibre .45, 
of the value of $13.05, the property of the United States, furnished 
and intended for the military service thereof, and for which Captain 
J. W. Clous, 24th Infantry, is responsible. This at or near Fort 
Brown, Texas, on or about the 23rd day of June, 1876. ’ ’ 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded “Not Guilty. ’ ’ 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Oi the specification, charge first, “Guilty, except the words ‘desert the 





same, ’ and substituting therefor the words ‘absent himself without leave;’ 
of the excepted words, not guilty.” 

Of charge first, “Not guilty, but guilty of ‘absence without leave.’ ” 

Of the second charge and its specitication, ‘ ‘Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Sergeant Robert Merritt, Co. 
K, 24th Infantry, “To be reduced to the ranks; to be dishonorably dis¬ 
charged the service of the United States; to forfeit all pay and allowances 
due or that may become due, and to be confined in such place as the De¬ 
partment Commander may designate for six (6) months.” 

II. In the case of Private John Fletcher, Co. H, 9th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be 
duly executed. 

The Leavenworth Military Prison, Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is de¬ 
signated as the place of confinement. The prisoner will, however.be 
held in confinement at Fort Brown, Texas, until further orders. 

In the case of Private Georye Sowles, Co. L, 8th Cavalry, the proceedings, 
findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly ex¬ 
ecuted. 

The post, where his company may be serving is designated as the place 
of confinement. 

In the case of Sergeant .tones Meehan, Co. C, 11th Infantry, the proceed¬ 
ings on the first charge and specification are disapproved, because the of¬ 
fence alleged in the specification, i. e. bringing liquor to prisoners, cannot 
be properly laid under the 21st Article of War, which relates to offering 
violence against, striking, or disobeying the orders of a superior officer 
only. 

The proceedings on the second charge and specification are approved. 
The findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly 
executed. 

(These charges were referred direct to the court by the post commander 
without reference to these Headquarters). 

In the case of Private John Kctfier, Co. I, 11th Infantry, the proceedings, 
findings and senteneeare approved, and the sentence will be duly executed. 

In the case of Sergeant Robert Merritt, Co. E, 24th Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be 

The post of Fort Brown, Texas, is designated as the place of confine- 


III. Before a General Court. Martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, on Monday, July 24, 1870, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Or¬ 
der- No. hit, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated June 13,1876, 
San Antonio, Texas, of whicli Captain J. N. Craig, 10th Infantry, is 
President, and Second Lieutenant William Paulding, 10th Infantry, 
Judge Advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

It. Private Charles H. Drew, Co. K, 10th Infantry. 

Chabge I—“Sleeping on post. ’ ’ 

Specification —‘ ‘In this, that Private Charles H. Drew, of Co. Iv, 10th In¬ 
fantry, was found sleeping on his post, after having been duly posted 
as a sentinel. This at Fort Clark, Texas, on or about the 12th day of 
July, A. D. 1876.” 

Charge II— 1 ‘Drunkenness on duty.” 

Specification— “In this, that Private Charles H. Drew, of Ii Co., 10th Inl'an- 
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try, was found drunk on duty as a sentinel of the main post guard. 
This at Fort Clark, Texas, on or about the 12th day of July A D 
1876.” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded as follows: 

To the first charge and its specification, ‘‘Guilty.” 

To the second charge and its specification, “Not Guilty ” 

Finding. 

The court, haying maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the first charge and its specification, “Guilty.” 

Of the second charge and its specification, “Not Guilty.” 

Sentence . 

And the court does therefore sentence him. Private Charles H. Drew Co. 
K, 10th Infantry, “To forfeit to the United States ten ($10) dollars of his 
pay for the period of six (6) mouths, and to be confined at hard labor in 
charge of the guard for the same period at the post where his company may 
be serving.” 


IV. In the case of Private Charles H. Drew, Co. K, 10th Infantry, the 
proceedings, findings and sentence are approved, aud the sentence will be 
duly executed. 


V. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Davis 
Texas, on Thursday, April 27, 1876, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special 
Orders No. 68, and paragraph III, Special Orders No. 130, current series 
Headquarters Department of Texas, of which Captain D. D. Van 
Valzah, 25th Infantry, is President, and First Lieutenant E. J. Stiyebs 
25th Infantry, Judge Advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

7. Private Dickson Hunter, Co. II, 10th Cavalry. 

Change— “Conduct prejudicial to good orderand military discipline. ” 
Specification —“That he, Private Dickson Hunter, of Co. II, loth Cavalry 
being at the sink of Co. H, 10th Cavalry, while a sentinel (Private 
William Jackson, Co. I, 25th Infantry) was there with a prisoner 
did talk to said prisoner, (Private Eobert Miller, Co. H, 10th Cayl 
airy), and on being ordered to stop did refuse to do so; and on be"in°- 
told that if he did not he (the sentinel) would take him to the sergeant 
of the guard, did say ‘God damn you; you won’ttakeme anywhere” 
and when the sentinel attempted to do so the said Private Hunter tried 
to disarm him. This at Fort Davis, Texas, on the 27 th of June, 1S76 ” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Not Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charge and specification, * ‘Xot Guilty. ’ > 

And the court does therefore acquit him, Private Dickson Hunter Co II 
10th Cavalry. ' ’ 


VI. In the case of Private Dickson Hunter, Co. H, 10th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and acquittal are approved. 

(Orders have already been issued for his release from, confinement). 


VII. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort McKavett 
Texas, on Friday, June 9, 1876, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders 
No, 100, paragraph V, Special Orders No. 105, and paragraph II, Special 
Orders No. 130, current series, Headquarters Department of Texas, of 
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which Surgeon C. E. Goddard, Medical Department, is President and 
Second Lieutenant Alitred Larke, 10th Infantry, Judge Advocate ’ was 
arraigned and tried: 

8. Private Frank XV. Smith, Co. F, 10th Infantry. 

Charge I—‘ ‘ Violation of the 30th Article of AVer. ’» 

Specification ‘ ‘ In this, that Private Frank XV. Smith, Co. F, 10th Infantry, 
having been regularly posted as a sentinel over a Government train 
and other property pertaining to an escort to S. M. Horton, Assist¬ 
ant Surgeon, U. S. Army, while returning from Austin, Texas, to 
Fort McKavett, Texas, did quit his post before being regularly re¬ 
lieved. This at or near Oatmanville, Texas, on or about the night 
of Jane 8, 1876.” 

Charge II—“Desertion.” 

Specification ‘ ‘In this, that Private Frank XV. Smith, Co. F, 10th Infantry, 
a duly enlisted soldier in the service of the United States, did desert 
said service at or near Oatmanville, Texas, on or about the night of 
June 8, 1876; and did remain absent from said service until delivered 
up as a prisoner at Austin, Texas, on or about June 9, 1876. ’ ’ 
Charge III—‘‘Violation of the 60th Article of War. ” 

Specification 1st—‘ ‘In this, that Private Frank W. Smith, Co. F, 10th Infan¬ 
try, did steal two (2) mules, one (1) saddle and one (1) bridle, the 
property of the United States, for which First Lieutenant Gregory 
Barrett, Jr., 10th Infantry, R. Q. M., and A. A. Q. M., Fort McKa¬ 
vett, Texas, is responsible. This at or near Oatmanville, Texas, on 
or about the night of June 8, 1876.” 

Specification '2nd —“In this, that Private Frank XV. Smith, Co. F, 10th In¬ 
fantry , did steal two (2) wall tents, the property of the United States, 
for which First Lieutenant Gregory Barrett, Jr., 10th Infantry, R. 
■Q. M., and A. A. Q. M., Fort McKavett, Texas, is responsible. 
Ihis at or near Oatmanville, Texas, on or about the night of June 8, 
1876.” 

Charge IV—‘‘Violation of the 17th Article of War.” 

Specification—“In this, that Private Frank XV. Smith, Co. F, 10th Infantry, 
did sell, or through neglect lose, one canteen and strap, value 
twenty-nine cents, and two (2) great coat straps, value twenty-seven 
cents, for which Second Lieutenant H. B. Chamberlain, 10th Infan¬ 
try, is responsible. This at or near Oatmanville, Texas, on or about 
June 8, 1876.” 

Charge V—‘‘Violation of the 16th Article of War. > ’ 

Specification “In this, that Private Frank W. Smith, Co. F, 10th Infantry, 
did sell, or wilfully, or through neglect waste, twenty-four (24) 
ball cartridges, calibre .45, value one dollar and forty-four cents 
($1.44), for which Second Lieutenant II. B. Chamberlain, 10th In¬ 
fantry, is responsible. This at or near Oatmanville, Texas, on or 
about June 8, 1876.” 

Charge Vi—‘ ‘Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification—‘‘In this, that Private Frank XV. Smith, Co. F, 10th Infantry, 
did steal one carbine, valued at twenty (20) dollars, more or less, 
the property of Henry Jones, (colored), citizen. This at or near 
Oatmanville, Texas, on or about June 8, 1876. ” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded as follows: 

To the first specification, third charge, ‘‘Guilty. ’’ 

.To the second specification, third charge, ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ’ ’ 





To the third charge, 

To all the other charges and specifications, 

The court, having maturely considered the e 
accused: 

Of the first specification, third charge, 

Of the second specification, third charge, 

Of the third charge, 

Of all the other charges and specifications, 

Sentence . 

Anti the court does therefore sentence him, Private Frank W Smith, Co. 
F, 10th Infantry, “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, with the loss of all pay and allowances now due, or that may be¬ 
come due him, the just dues of the laundress excepted, and to be confined 
at hard labor at such military prison as the proper authority may desig¬ 
nate for the period of eight (8) years. ’ ’ 


“Guilty.” 

•idencc adduced, finds the 

“Guilty.” 
“Not Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 


VIII. In the case of Private Frank W. Smith, Co. F, 10th Infantry, the 
proceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be 
duly executed. 

The Leavenworth Military Prison, Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is des¬ 
ignated as the place of confinement. The prisoner will, however, be held 
in confinement at Fort McKavett, Texas, until further orders. 


By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official : 


Aide-de-Camp. 












HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, July 24,1876. 
General Court Martial / 

Orders No. 23. j 


I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Camp of the 
Scouting Expedition on Pecos river, Texas, on Thursday, July 6, 1876, 
pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders No. 103, Headquarters Depart¬ 
ment of Texas, dated .June 7, 1S76, San Antonio Texas, of which First 
Lieutenant A. C. Makkley, 24th Infantry, is President, and Second 
Lieutenant T. W. Jones, 10th Cavalry, Judge Advocate, was arraigned 
and tried: 


1. Private Joseph Sharp, Co. E, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Conduct to the prejudice of good order and militarv dis¬ 
cipline.” 


Specification 1st —‘‘In this, ., 

airy, did create a disturbance 
on Pecos river, Texas, July ll, 1876.” 

Specification 2nd —‘‘In this, that he, Private Joseph Sharp, Co. E, 10th < 
airy, when ordered by Sergeant Johnson, same company—the 
geant being at the time in the discharge of his duty—to stop his t 
mg and attend to his duty, did use foul and abusive language to 
said sergeant ^ and did strike the said sergeant. This at camp 


Texas, 

Specification 3rd—“In this, , 

airy, did threaten to shoot o 
Cavalry. This while the said 
guard house, for misconduct. This i 
July 11, 1876.” 

To which charge and specifications the a< 
To the first specification, 

To the second and third specifications, 

To the charge, 


the 

__ serflrfin.nl:. Thin .1 1 natm* 

about. July 

ivut e Joseph Sharp , Co. E, 10th Cav- 
kill Sergeant Johnson, Co. E, 10th 
rgeant was taking him (Sharp) to the 
Lhis at camp on Pecos river, Texas, 


X 

d pleaded: 


The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 


Of the first specification, “Guilty. ” 

Of the second and third specifications, “N'ot Guilty. ’ ’ 

Of the charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Joseph Sharp, Co. E. 
lhth Cavalry, “To be confined, and carry a log weighing twenty-five (25) 
pounds from sunrise to sunset for five days, with one intermission of one- 
half (1) hour each day, and to forfeit to the United States ten ($10) dollars 


11. lu the case of Private Joseph Sharp, Co. E, 10th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are disapproved, for the reason that the 
record fails to show that the Judge Advocate of the court was sworn. 
(Orders have already been issued for his release from confinement). 

BY COMMAND OF BRIGADIER GENERAL ORD: 


Official: 


J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 


A ide - de - Camp . 
































CASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT BROWN. TEXAS. 

1. Private Joseph Daly.Company D, 11th Infantry. 


AT TORT DAVIS, TEXAS. 

•2. Private George Washington, 1st.Company D, 2,ith Infantry. 

3. Private Joseph Johnson.Company E, 2>th Infantry. 


AT CAMP ON PECOS RIVER, TEXAS. 

4. Sergeant Peter Clevborne ..Company B, loth Cavalry. 

5. Private Charles Williams .Company E, 10th Cavalry. 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, July 19,1876. 
General Court Martial i 
Orders No. 24. ( 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Brown, Texas, 
on Thursday, June 22, 1876, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders No. 
108, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated June 13,1876, San Antonio, 
Texas, of which Captain L. T. Morris, 8th Cavalry, is President, and Sec¬ 
ond Lieutenant F. W. Mansfield, 11th Infantry, Judge Advocate, was 
arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Joseph Duly, Co. T>, 11th Infantry. 

Charge— “Conduct prejudicial to good order and military discipline, in 
violation of the 62nd Article of War. ’’ 

Specification —“In this, that he, Private Joseph Daly, Company D, 11th In¬ 
fantry, did, through criminal carelessness, discharge a pistol, 
loaded With hall cartridge, thereby inflicting a mortal wound on the 
body of Private Alexander Blum, Co. D, 11th Infantry, whereof 
he, the said Private Blum, died. This at Fort Brown, Texas, on the 
1st day of June, 1876.’’ 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ’ ’ 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charge and specification, ‘ ‘ Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him. Private Joseph Daly, Co. 1>, 
11th Infantry, ‘ ‘To be confined in the post guard house where his company 
is serving for the period of one (1) year, and to forfeit to the United States 
ten ($10) dollars of his monthly pay for the same period. ’ ’ 


H. In the case of Private Joseph Daly, Co. D, 11th Iufantry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly 
executed. 

in. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Davis, 
Texas, on Thursday, April 27, 1876, pursuant to paragraph IT, Special 















Orders No. fiS, current series, Headquarters Department of Texas, of 
which Captain D. D. Van Valzah, 25th Infantry, is President, and Second 
Lieutenant J. C. Okd, 25th Infantry, Judge Advocate, were arraigned and 
tried: 

2. Private George Washington , 1st, Co. D, 25th Infantry. 

Charge I—‘ ‘ Desertion. ’ ’ 

Specification—“In this, that he, Private George Washington, 1st, Co. D, 
25th Infantry, a duly enlisted soldier in the service of the United 
States, did desert said service, on or about September 7, 1872, at 
Fort Quitman, Texas, and did so remain absent until arrested by 
Captain D. D. Van Valzah, 25th Infantry, at Fort Davis,"/Texas, on 
or about May 16, 1876. ” 

Charge II—“Violation of the 50th Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification —“In this, that he, Private George Washington, 1st, Co. D, 
25th Infantry, not having a regular discharge from the regiment or 
company in which he last served, did, on the 7th day of December, 
1875, at Saint Louis Barracks, Missouri, enlist himself again in the 
service of the United States as a soldier, under the name of George 

‘ Washington . ” 

Charge III—‘ ‘Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military disci- ; 

Specification —“In this, that he, Private George Washington, 1st, Co. D, 
^5th Infantry, did feloniously steal, take, carry away, and appropri¬ 
ate to his own use and benefit, one (1) Springfield rifled musket, 
calibre .50, of the value of fifty ($50) dollars; fifty (50) centre primed 
metallic ball cartridges, calibre .50, of the value of three ($3) dollars; 
one (1) screw driver, of the value of thirty-eight (38) cents, and one 
(1) set of infantry accoutrements, value unknown. This at Fort 
Quitman, Texas, on or about the 7th day of September, 1872. ’ ’ 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded “Guilty. ’ ’ 
Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charges and specifications, ‘‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private George Washington, 1st, 
Co. D, 25th Infantry, “To forfeit to the United States all pay and allow¬ 
ances now due or that may become due, except the just dues of the 
laundress; to be dishonorably discharged the service of the United States, 
and to be confined in such mditary prison as the reviewing authority may 
direct for the period of two (2) years.” 

The court is thus lenient in consideration of the former good characterof 
the accused as appears in testimony. 

3. Private Joseph Johnson, Co. E, 25th Inlantry. 

Charge —‘ ‘Violation of the 39th Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification —‘ ‘In this, that he, Private Joseph Johnson, Co. E, 25th Infan¬ 
try, a member of the post guard, and being regularly posted as a 
sentinel on post No. 4, in the Quartermaster’s corral, was found 
sleeping on his post. This at Fort Davis, Texas, between the hours 
of8 and 10 o’clock r. m. , on the 23rd day of May, 1876.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 
Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Ofthe charge and specification, “Guilty.” 
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Sentence . 

And the court does therefore sentence him. Private Joseph Johnson, Co. 
E, 25th Infantry, “To forfeit to the United States ten ($10) dollars per 
month of his monthly pay for the period of four (4) months, and to be 
confined in charge of the guard at the post where his company is serving 
for the same period: ’ ’ 

IV. In the cases of Privates George Washington, 1st, Co. D, and Joseph 
Johnson, Co. E, 25th Infantry, the proceedings, findings and sentences are 
approved, and the sentences will be duly executed. 

In the case of Private George Washington, 1st, Co. D, 25th Infantry, the 
Leaven worth Military Prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is designated 
as the place of confinement. The prisoner will, however, be held in con¬ 
finement at Fort Davis, Texas, until further orders. 

. V. Before a General Conrt Martial which convened at Camp of the 
Scouting Expedition on Pecos river, Texas, on Thursday, July 6, 1876, 
pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders No. 103, Headquarters Depart¬ 
ment of Texas, dated June 7, 1376, San Antonio Texas, of which First 
Lieutenant A. C. Makkley, 24th Infantry, is President, and. Second 
Lieutenant T. W. Jones, 10th Cavalry, Judge Advocate, were arraigned 
and tried: 

4. Sergeant Peter Cleybome, Co. B, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge —“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military dis¬ 
cipline.’’ 

Specification 1st —“In this, that he, Sergeant Peter Cleybome, Co. B, 10th 
Cavalry, did say, in a lond and disrespectful tone, to his company 
commander, Second Lieutenant E. S. Beacom, 24th Infantry, 
•what have I done to you that yon say yon will have me reduced, 
and all the non-commissioned officers, from the first sergeant down’’ 
or words to that effect. ’ ’ 

Specification 2nd —“In this, that he. Sergeant Peter Cleybome, Co. It, loth 
Cavalry, did, when ordered to his quarters in arrest by his company 
commander, Second Lieutenant E. S. Beacom, 24th Infantry, say, 
in a disrespectful tone and in an insubordinate manner, ‘I’ll go, 
bnt I don’t see what I have done. ’ ’ ’ 

Specification 3rd— “In this, that he, 8ergeant Peter Cleybome, Co. B, 10th 
.Cavalry, did, after entering his tent, tear his chevrons off his coat, 
and continued talking, in disobedience of orders, until removed to 
the guard house. All this at camp on Pecos river, Texas, on or 
about July 2, 1876.’’ 

To which charge and specifications the accused pleaded: 

To the first and second specifications, ‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

To the third specification, “Not Guilty. ’ ’ 

To the charge, ‘ ‘Gttil ty. ” 

Finding . 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charge and specifications, * ‘ Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Sergeant Peter Cleybome, Co. 
B. 10th Cavalry, “To be reduced to the ranks, and to be confined at 
hard labor at the station where his company may be serving for three 
months, forfeiting to the United States ten ($10) dollars per month of his 
monthly pay for the same period. ’’ 
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5. Private Charles Williams, Co. E, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge —‘ ‘ Violation of the 39th Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification —“In that he, Private Charles Williams, Co. E, 10th Cavalry, 
having been duly posted—No. 2, of the first relief—at the picket 
line of Co. E, 10th Cavalry, and having been duly mounted as 
a member of the stable guard, was found sleeping on his post, and 
sitting down, at the visit of the officer of the day, between the hours 
ofl and 3 a. m., June 22, 1876. This at Camp of Scouting Expedi¬ 
tion on the Pecos river, Texas, on the date above specified. ” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Not Guilty.’’ 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charge and specification, ‘ ‘Guilty.’’ 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Charles Williams, Co. 
E, 10th Cavalry, “To be dishonorably discharged theserviceof the United 
States, forfeiting to the United States all pay and allowances that are now 
or that may become due him, and to be confined at hard labor for the 
period of one (1) year in such military prison as the proper authority may 
designate.” 

VI. In the case of Sergeant Peter Cleyborne, Co. B, 10th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings are approved. 

The findings and sentence are disapproved, for the reason that nothing 
appears in the evidence to sustain the charge or the disrespectful con¬ 
duct alleged in the specification. 

He will be released from arrest and returned to duty. 

In the case of Private Charles Williams, Co. E, 10th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly 
executed. 

The military prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is designated as the 
place of confinement. The prisoner will, however, be sent under guard to 
Fort Clark, Texas, where he will be held in confinement until farther 
orders. 

]}Y COMMAND OF BRIGADIER GENERAL CRD: 

J. H. TAYLOK. 

Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official : 


Aide-de-Camp. 







CASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT BROWN, TEXAS. 

1. Private Henry Anderson. Company C, 8th Cavalry. 

2. Sergeant Simon Seward .Company C, 8th Cavalry. 

3. Private Cornelius Hefferman. Company 1, 8th Cavalry. 

4. Privates. D. Phillips. Company 1, 8th Cavalry. 

5. Private William Allen.Company L, 8th Cavalry. 

6. Private John Carty.Company C, 8th Cavalry. 


AT FORT STOCKTON, TEXAS. 

7. Private William Humans.Company M, 10th Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, July 18, 187G. 
General Court Martial I 
Orders No. 28. ( 

I. Before a General Court Martial which con vetted at Port Brown, Texas, 
on Thursday, June 22, 1876, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders No. 
108, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated June 13,1876, 8an Antonio, 
Texas, of whieh Captain L. T. Mott tits, 8th Cavalry, is President, and Sec¬ 
ond Lieutenant P. W. Mansfield, 11th Infantry, Judge Advocate, were 
arraigned aud tried: 

1. Private Henri/ Anderson, Co. C, 8th Cavalry. 

CiiAitGF.—“Drunkenness, to the prejudice of good order and military 
discipline.” 

(Seven specifications setting forth several acts of drunkenness on May 20, July 
15, August 7, September 30,.1873, and February 26, March 17 and 26, 18761. 

Charge II—“Drunkenness on duty, in violation of the 38th Article of 
War.” 

Specification 1st—* ‘In that he, Private Henry Anderson, C Co., 8th Cavalry j 
having been duly detailed as room orderly of his company, was 
found drunk while on such duty. This at Port Brown, Texas, on or 
about May 3, 1876. ’ ’ 

Specification 2nd—"In that he, Private Henry Anderson, C Co., 8th Cavalry, 
at the altemoon stable duty of his company, was drunk. This at 
Port Brown, Texas, on or about May 4, 1876. ’ ’ 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded: 

To the first, second, third and fifth specifications, first charge, “Not 
Guilty. ’ ’ 

To the fourth, sixth and seventh specifications, first ch arge, “Guilty. ’ ’ 
To the first charge, “Not Guilty.” 

To the second charge and its specifications, ‘ ‘Not Guilty.' ’ 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charges and specifications, 


“Guilty.- 















Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Henry Anderson, Co. 
C, 8th Cavalry, “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, and to forfeit all pay that is due, or that may become due, except 
the just dues of the laundress, and to be confined in charge of the guard 
for the period of two (2) months.” 

2. Sergeant Simon Seward, Co. C, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—‘ ‘ Neglect: of duty, to the prej udice of good order and military 
discipline.” 

Specification—' ‘In that he, Sergeant Simon Seward, Co. C, 8th Cavalry, hav¬ 
ing had two carbines (Springfield, calibre .45) turned in to him for 
safe keeping by certain enlisted meu of a detachment of Co. C, 8th 
Cavalry, and of which detachment he was in charge, did fail to 
properly care for said arms. This at Fort Brown, Texas, on or 
about February 22, 1876.” 

Charge II—‘' Violation of the 40th Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification—" In that he, Sergeant Simon Seward, Co. C, 8th Cavalry, hav¬ 
ing been duly mounted as a non-commissioned officer in charge of 
the stable guard of his company, did, without permission from 
proper authority, and without urgent necessity, quit the same. This 
at or near Fort Brown, Texas, on or about May 1, 1876. ” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Not Guilty .’’ 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charges and specifications, ‘ ‘ Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Sergeant Simon Sexcard, Co. 
C, 8th Cavalry, “To be reduced to the grade of a private soldier, and to 
be confined at hard labor at such place as the Commanding General may 
direct for the period of three (3) months, and to forfeit to the United States 
ten (10) dollars of his monthly pay for the same period. ” 

3. Private Cornelius Hefferman, Co. I, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Conduct prejudicial to good order and military discipline, 
in violation of the 62nd Article of War. ” 

Specification 1st —‘ ‘In that he, Cornelius Hefferman, private I Co., 8th Cav¬ 
alry, did, without just cause or provocation, engage in a fight with 
Private J. Fletcher, HCo., 9th Cavalry, a general prisoner in the 
guard house at Fort Brown, Texas. This at Fort Brown, Texas, 
June 2, 1876.” 

Specification 2nd—“In that he, Cornelius Hefferman, private I Co., 8th Cav¬ 
alry, when ordered by Corporal J. C. Hansom, D Co., 11th Infantry, 
corporal of the guard, in the execution of his oflice, to desist fighting 
and come with him from the prison room, fail to obey said order and 
leave said place until required to do so by force. Date and place the 
same as above.” 

Specification 3rd—“In that he, Cornelius Hefferman, I Co., 8th Cavalry, did 
call Privates W. Weddenton and E. Colbert, 24th Infantry, members 
of the guard and acting under the orders of the officer of the guard in 
ejecting said Hefferman from the prison room at Fort Brown, Texas, 
‘damned nigger sons of bitches,’ or words to that effect; and did 
say that he would ‘get even with them. ’ This at Fort Brown, Texas, 
on or about June 2, 1876.’ ’ 

To which charge and specifications the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 






Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, linds the accused: 

Oftbe charge and specifications, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Cornelius llejerman , 
Co. I, 8th Cavalry, “To be confined at hard labor in charge of the guard 
at such place as the Commanding General of the Depart.i.ent may direct 
for the period of six months. ’ ’ 

4. Private S. 11. Phillips, Co. I, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—“Violation of the 40th Article of War. ” 

Specification —“In that Samuel D. Phillips, Private I Co., 8th Cavalry, hav¬ 
ing been properly mounted as a member of the post guard, did, 
without proper authority, quit the said guard. This at or near Fort 
Brown, Texas, on or about the 2nd day of June, 1876.” 

Charge II— “Desertion.” 

Specification —‘‘In that Samuel D. Phillips, Private I Co., 8th Cavalry, a 
duly enlisted soldier in the Army of the United States, did desert 
the same. This at or near Fort Brown, Texas, on or about the 2nd 
day of June, 1876.” 

Charge III—“Violation of the 17th Article of War.” 

Specification —“In that Samuel D. Phillips, private I Co., 8th Cavalry, did, 
through neglect, lose the following articles, the property of the 
United States, and for which Second Lieutenant J. Burke Hickey, 
8th Cavalry, is responsible, viz: one (1) saddle, value $13.69, one 
(1) saddle blanket, value $4.00, one (1) curb bridle, value $4.34, one 
(1) watering bridle, value $0.92, one (1) curry comb, value $0.30, 
one (1) horse brush, value $1.00, one (1) canteen and strap, value 
$0.38, one (1) spurs and straps, value $0.00, one (1) carbiue screw¬ 
driver, value $0.17, oue (1) thong and brush-wiper, value $0.40, 
twenty (20) U. S. metallic cartridges for carbine, calibre .45, value 
$1.20. Total value twenty-seven dollars ($27.00). This at or near 
Fort Brown, Texas, on or about June 2, 1876. ’ ’ 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, linds the accused: 

Of the charges aud specifications, “Guilty.” 

Sentence . 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Samuel I). Phillips, 
Co. I, 8th Cavalry, ‘ ‘To forfeit to the United Slates all pay and allowan¬ 
ces now due or that may become due; to be dishonorably discharged the 
service of the United States, and to be contined at hard labor in such mili¬ 
tary prison as the Commanding General may direct for the period of three 
(3) years.” 

5. Private William Allen, Co. L. 8th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Quitting his post, in violation of the 39th Article of War.” 
Specification —“In this, that he, Private William Alien, Co. L, 8th U. S. 
Cavalry, having been duly mounted as a member of the guard and 
posted as a sentinel over the horses of Co. L, 8th U. S. Cavalry, did 
quit his post without being relieved; and did lie down in a pile of 
hay close to his post. All this at Fort Brown, Texas, between the 
hours of 2 and 3 a. m. , on the 12th day of May, 1876. ’ ’ 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Not Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 





“Guilty.” 
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Of the charge ami specification, 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private William Allen, Co. 
L, Hth Cavalry, “To forfeit to the United States ten (10) dollars of his pay 
per month for live (5) months, and to be confined at hard 1 ibor at the post 
where his company may be serving for the same period. ” 

6. Private John Carty, Co. C, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge l—“Violation of the40th Article of War.” 

Specification— “In that he, Private John Carty, Co. C, 8th Cavalry, having 
been duly mounted as a member of the stable guard of his company, 
did, without permission from proper authority, and without urgent 
necessity, quit the same. This at Fort Brown, Texas, on or about 
May 1, 1876.” 

Cuauge II—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 

Specification —“In that he. Private John Carty, Co. C, 8th Cavalry, did, 
without permission from proper authority, absent himself from his 
company, quarters and post; and did visit the city of Brownsville, 
Texas. This at or near Fort Brown, Texas, on or about May 3, 
1876. ” 

Charge III—‘ ‘Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification —‘‘In that he, Private John Carty, Co. C, 8th Cavalry, having 
been released from conllnement in the post guard house, failed to re¬ 
port to his company for duty. This at Fort Brown, Texas, on or 
about May 3, 1876.” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded : 

To the first and third charges and their specifications, “Not Guilty. ’ ’ 

To the second charge and its specification, “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: . 

Of the first and third charges and their specifications, ‘ ‘Not Guilty. 

Of the second charge and its specification, “Guilty.’’ 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private John Carty, Co. 0, 
8th Cavalry, ‘ ‘To be confined at hard labor in charge of the guard at such 
place as the Commanding General may direct for the period of one (1) 
month, and to forfeit to the United States ten (10) dollars of his monthly 
pay for the same period. ” _ 


II. In the cases of Privates Henry Anderson, Co. C, Cornelius Uefferman 
and Samuel D. Phillips, Co. I, 8th Cavalry, the proceedings, findings and 
sentences are approved, and the sentences will be duly executed. 

In the cases of Privates Cornelius Uefferman and SamuelD. Phillips, Co. I, 
8th Cavalry, the military prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is desig¬ 
nated as the place of confinement. The prisoners will, however, be liem 
in confinement at Fort Brown, Texas, until further orders. 

in the case of Sergeant Simon Seward, Co. C, 8th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings are approved. The findings on the first charge and specification are 
disapproved. The failure to care for the arms alleged in the specification 
is not proved, in fact it is not touched upon in the evidence adduced by 
the prosecution. Captain Chilsou gives as his reason for relieving the ac¬ 
cused from his charge of the company property ‘ ‘ that it was reported that 
he was drinking hard and not attending to his business, and also that two 
carbines bad been lost;” there is no proof, however, that the report w-n« 






the part 


true, or that the loss of the carbines was due to want of care on 
of the accused. 

The Department Commander takes this opportunity to call the attention 
of Judge Advocates to the too frequent practice of resting the prosecution 
upon prima facie evidence of guilt, for example: to prove neglect of duty, 
or want of proper care, it is not sufficient to show that property, of which 
the accnsed was in charge, was lost. 

The principle of holding officers and soldiers to a strict accountability 
for failure in the proper performance of duty is correct, but courts martial 
must remember that unless the particular action or failure be established 
by evidence the reviewing officer is compelled to disapprove, even though, 
as in this case, the probability of guilt may be strong. 

The findings on the second charge and specification are approved. One 
month of confinement and forfeiture imposed by the sentence is remitted. 
As mitigated, the sentence will be duly executed at the post where his 
company may be serving. 

In the case of Private William, Allen, Co. L, 8th Cavalry, the proceedings, 
findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly executed. 

The commanding officer of Fort Brown, Texas, will cause Private Allen 
to be examined by a medical officer, and if he be found physically incom¬ 
petent to perform the duties of a soldier he will he discharged. 

In the case of Private John Carty, Co. C, 8th Cavalry, the proceedings, 
findings’and sentence are approved. So much of the sentence as relates to 
forfeiture of pay is remitted. As mitigated, the sentence will be duly 
executed. The post of his company is designated as the place of confine- 


III. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Stockton, 
Texas, on Monday, February 21, 1876, pursuant to paragraph III, Special 
Orders No. 25, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated February 11, 
1876, San Antonio, Texas, of which Captain J. W. French, 25th Infantry, 
is President, and First Lieutenant Andrew Geddes, 25th Infantry, Judge 
Advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

7. Private William Humans, Co. M, 10th Cavalry. 

Ch auge— 1 ‘Desertion. ’ ’ 

Specification —“In that Private William Humans, of Co. M, 10th Cavalry, a 
duly enlisted soldier in the service of the United States, did desert 
the said service at or about ten o’clock p. m., on the3rd day of June, 
1876; and did remain absent until reveille on the 5th day of June, 
1876, at which time he surrendered himself at the post guard house. 
All this at and near Fort Stockton, Texas.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded: 

To the specification, “Guilty, except the words ‘did desert the said ser¬ 
vice,’ and of the excepted words, notguilty.” 

To the charge, ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ’ ’ 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the specification, “Guilty, except the words ‘desert the said service,’ 
substituting therefor the words ‘absent himself from his company and 
quarters without authority, ’ and of the excepted words, not guilty. ’ ’ 

Of the charge, “Notguilty, but guilty of ‘absence without.leave.’ ” 
Sentence . 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private William Humans, 
Co. M, 10th Cavalry, “To forfeit to the United States ten (101 dollars of 






his monthly pay for three (3) months, and to be confined at hard labor at 
the post where his company may be serving for the same period. ’ ’ 


XV. In the case of Private William Humans , Co. M, 10th Cavalry, the 
proceedings, findings and sentence are approved. The sentence is reduced 
to read two months in place of ‘ ‘three (3) months, ’’and, as mitigated, will 
be duly executed. 


By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 


Official: 


A ide-de-Camp. 






CASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT BROWN, TEXAS. 

1" Pnvate Cornelius Hefferman.Company I, 8th Cavalry. 


AT FORT CONCHO, TEXAS. 


2. Private Henry A. Graves. 

3. Private David Diggs .. . 

4. Private Charles Williams. 


.Company A, 10th Infantiy. 

Company D, Kith Cavalry. 
..Company F, 10th Cavalry. 


AT FORT McKAVETT, TEXAS. 

. Private Henry Nickett.Company C, 10th Infantry. 


. Private John Doonan . 


AT RINGGOLD BARRACKS, TEXAS. 


. Private Prisi MunUay. V.V. Company- M,’ 8th 


any M, 8th Cavalry. 


AT FORT STOCKTON, TEXAS. 

8. Private Robert Jackson. Comnanv 

9. Private Jacob Wilson.Company 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, July 6, 1876. 
General Court Martial ( 

Orders No. 22 . f 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Brown, Texas, 
on Monday, February 21, 1876, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders 
No. 25 and Special Orders No. til, paragraph 1, Special Orders No. 58 
and Special Orders No. 81, current series, Headquarters Department of 
Texas, of which Major A. .1. Alexander, 8th Cavalry, is President, and 
Second Lieutenant F. W. Mansfield, 11th Inthntry, Judge Advocate, 
was arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Cornelius Hefferman, Co. I, 8th Cavalry. 

CnARGE I — “Desertion.” 

Specification— “In that Private Cornelius Hefferman, I Co., 8th Cavalry, 
having been properly enlisted as a soldier in the Army of the United 
States, did desert the same on or about the 25th day of December, 
1875, and did remain absent until arrested April 2, 1876. This at or 
near Fort Brown, Texas, on or about the dates above specified. ” 

Charge II—“Violation of the 17th Article of War.” 

Specification—' ‘In that Private Co>-nctius Hefferman, 1 Co., 8th Cavalry, did 
sell, or through neglect lose, the following articles, the property of 
the United States, and for which Second Lieutenant J. Burke Hickey, 
8th Cavalry, is responsible, viz: one (1) spurs and strap, value 60 
cents, one (1) canteen and strap, value 38 Cents, one (1) thong and 
brush-wiper, value 40 cents, one (1) carbine screw driver, value 17 


















cents, anil one (1) pistol screwdriver, value 10 cents. Total, one 
dollar and sixty-five cents ($1.65); said property having been issued 
to him as part of his equipments as a soldier. This at or near Fort 
Brown, Texas, on or about the 25th day of December, 1875.” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charges and specifications, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Cornelius Hefferman, 
Co. I, 8th Cavalry, “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, with loss of all pay and allowances, and to be confined at 
hard labor at such military prison as the Department Commander may 
designate for the period of two (2) years.” 


II. In the case of Private Cornelius Hefferman, Co. I, 8th Cavalry, the 
proceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be 
duly executed. 

The military prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is designated as the 
place of confinement. The prisoner will, however, beheld in confinement 
at Fort Brown, Texas, until further orders. 


III. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Concho, 
Texas, on Thursday, February 17, 1876, pursuant to paragraph II, Special 
Orders No. 25, paragraph I, Special Orders No. 44, paragraphs I and II, 
Special Orders No. 51, and paragraph I, Special Orders No. 68, current 
series, Headquarters Department of Texas, of which CaptainF. E. Lacey, 
10th Infantry, is President, and Second Lieutenant C. It. Ward, 10th Cav¬ 
alry, Judge Advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

2. Private Henry A. Graoes, Co. A, 10th Infantry. 

Charge— “Forgery, to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification 1st —“In this, that he, Private Henry A. Graves, Co. A, 10th 
U. S. Infantry, did forge, or cause to be forged, the signature of his 
company commander, (F. E. Lacey, Captain 10th U. S. Infantry), 
to the approval to a check or due bill of the said Graves on the post 
trader at Fort Concho, Texas, for the amount of four (4) dollars, and 
did present said due bill or check at the store of the post trader at 
Fort Concho, Texas, he, the said Private Henry A. Graves, knowing 
his company commander did not countersign said due bill or check 
on the post trader. This at Fort Concho, Texas, on or about the 19th 
day of June, 1875.” 

Specification -2nd —“In this, that he, Private Henry A. Graves, Co. A, 10th 
Infantry, did forge, or cause to be forged, the signature of his com¬ 
pany commander, (F. E. Lacey, Captain 10th Infantry), to the ap¬ 
proval to a check or due bill of the said Graves, on the post trader at 
Fort Concho, Texas, for the amount of three (3) dollars, and did 
present said due bill or check at the store of the post trader at Fort 
Concho, Texas, he, the said Private Henry A. Graves, knowing his 
company commander did not countersign said due bill or check on 
the post trader. This at Fort Concho, Texas, on or about the 3rd 
day of July, 1875.” 

To which charge and specifications the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 







Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specifications, “Guilty. ” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him. Private Henry A. Graves, 
Co. A, 10th Infantry, “To forfeit to the Cnited States all pay and allow¬ 
ances now due or that may become due; to be dishonorably discharged 
the service of the United States, and to be confined at such place as the 
proper authority may designate for the period office (5) years.’’ 

IV. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Concho, 
Texas, on Thursday, June 22, 1876, pursuant to paragraph VII, Special 
Orders So. Ill, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated June 16, 1876, 
of which Captain F. E. Lacey, 10th Infantry, is President, and First 
Lieutenant M. M. Maxon, 10th Cavalry, Judge Advocate, were arraigned 
and tried: 

3. Private David Diggs, Co. D, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge — 1 ‘Desertion. ’ ’ 

Specification—“la that he, Private David Diggs, Co. D, 10th Cavalry, a 
duly enlisted soldier in the Army of the United States, did desert 
said service; and did remain absent until arrested by civil authori¬ 
ties on or about the 30th day of May, 1876. This at or near Fort 
Concho, Texas, on or about the 7th and 30th days of May, 1876.’’ 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Guilty. ’ ’ 
Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, ‘‘Guilty. ’* 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him. Private David Diggs, Co. D, 
10th Cavalry, “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, with loss of all pay and allowances now due, or which may be¬ 
come due, and to be confined at such place as the Department Commander 
may designate for the period of one (1) year.” 

4. Private Charles Williams, Co. F, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge I—‘ ‘ Desertion. ’ ’ 

Specification —“In that he, Private Charles Williams, Co. F, 10th Cavalry, 
a duly enlisted soldier in the service of the United States, did desert 
from the same at Fort Concho, Texas, on or about May 9, 1876; and 
did remain so absent until apprehended in San Saba County, Texas, 
by the Sheriff or citizens thereof, and delivered at Fort Concho, 
Texas, on May 30, 1876.” 

Charge II — “Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification —‘ ‘In that Private Charles Williams, Co. F, 10th Cavalry, did 
take, steal, carry away and appropriate to his own use and benefit, 
the following articles, the property of the United States, viz: two 
(2) canteens and strap, 76 cents, one (lj haversack, 43 cents; in all 
valued at $1.19. This at Fort Concho, Texas, on May 9, 1876.” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded: 

To the first charge and specification, ‘ ‘ Guilty. ’ ’ 

To the second charge and specification, “Not Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the first charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Of the specification, second charge, “Guilty, except the words and fig- 
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lives‘one (1) haversack, 43cents,’ and ‘$1.19,’ substituting therefor‘76 
cents,’ and of the excepted words, notgnilty.” 

Of the second charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Charles Williams, 
Co. F, 10th Cavalry, “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, with the loss of all pay and allowances now due, or which 
may become due, and to be confined at such place as the Department 
Commander may designate for the period of one (1) year. ’ ’ 

V. In the case of Private Henry A. Graves, Co. A, 10th Infantry, the 
proceedings, findings and sentence are approved. The period of confine¬ 
ment is reduced to one year. As mitigated, the sentence will be duly 
executed. 

Hereafter such cases will not be brought before General Courts Martial 
as checks or due bills on post traders, approved by company or other com¬ 
manding officers, are prohibited, and post traders accepting such do so at 
their peril. 

In the cases of Privates David Diggs, Co. D, and Charles Williams, Co. F, 
10th Cavalry, the proceedings, findings and sentences are approved, and 
the sentences will be duly executed. 

In the cases ol Privates Henry A. Graves, Co. A, 10th Infantry, David 
Higgs, Co. D, and Charles Williams, Co. F, 10th Cavalry, the military 
prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is designated as the place of con¬ 
finement. The prisoners will, however, be held in confinement at Fort 
Concho, Texas, until further orders. 

VI. Before a Generd Court Martial which convened at Fort McKavelt, 
Texas, on Friday, June 9, 1376, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders 
No. 100, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated June 3, 1876, of which 
Surgeon C. E. Goddard, Medical Department, is President, and Second 
Lieutenant AeukedLakke, lOthlnfantry, Judge Advocate, was arraigned 
and tried: 

5. Private Henry Nickett, Co. C, 10th Infantry. 

Charge— ‘ ‘ Desertion. ’ ’ 

Specification —‘‘In this, that Private Henry Nickett, Co. C, 10th Infantry, a 
duly enlisted soldier in the service of the United States, did desert 
said service at or near Fort McKavett, Texas, on or about Septem¬ 
ber 17, 1875; and did remain absent until he surrendered himself to 
the commanding officer at Fort Griffin, Texas, on or about May 4, 
1876.” 

Charge II—“Violation of the 50th Article of War.” 

Specification —“In this, that Private Henry Nickett, Co. C, 10th Infantry, 
without being regularly discharged from the service of the United 
States, did re-enlist in said service. This at St. Louis, Missouri, on 
or about November 5, 1875.” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Guilty. ’’ 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused; 

Of the charges and specifications, “Guilty.” 

Sentence . 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Henry Nickett, Co. C, 
lOthlnfantry, “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, with the loss of all pay and allowances now due or to become due. 
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except the jnst dues dues of the laundress, and to be con fined at such mili¬ 
tary prison as the Commanding General may direct for the period of one 
(1) year.” 

VII. In the case of Private Henry Kickett, Co. C, 10th Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved. The sentence is commuted 
to read: ‘‘To be confined at hard labor at the post where his company 
may he serving for six months, and to forfeit to the United States ten dol¬ 
lars per month of his pay for the same period, ’ ’ and will be so executed. 


VIII. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Ringgold Bar¬ 
racks, Texas, on Thursday, June 1, 1876, pursuant to paragraph VI, Spe¬ 
cial Orders No. 90, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated May 19, 
1876, San Antonio, Texas, of which Captain H. C. Corbin. 21th Infantry, 
is President, and Second Lieutenant Hesbi Wygast, 24th Infantry, 
Judge Advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

6. Private John Doonan, Co. M, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge—‘ ‘Violation of the 39th Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification —‘‘In that Private John Doonan, Co. M, 8th U. S. Cavalry, a 
duly mounted member of the post guard, having been duly posted 
as a sentinel on the Government hay corral, was found asleep on his 
beat. This at Ringgold Barracks, Texas, on or about the 2nd day 
of April, 1876.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Guilty. ” 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, «‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him. Private John Doonan, Co. M, 
8th Cavalry, ‘‘To be confined at hard labor for the period of two' (2) 
months in charge of the post guard, and to forfeit his monthly pay for the 
same period. ’ ’ 

The court is thus lenient on account of the long confinement undergone 
by the prisoner while awaiting trial. 

7. Private Prisi Munday, Co. M, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge—‘‘C onduct to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification 1st—‘ ‘In that he, Private Prisi Munday, Co. M, 8th Cavalry, did, 
on or about the 19th day of March, 1876, offer for sale to Charles Leh¬ 
man, a civilian of Rio Grande City, Texas, oneU. S. breech-loading 
Springfield musket, calibre .50.” 

Specification'2nd —‘‘In that he, Private Prisi Munday, Co. M, 8 th Cavalry, 
did, on or about the 20th day of March, 1876, offer for sale to Charles 
Lehman, a civilian of Rio Grande City, Texas, one U. S. breech¬ 
loading Springfield musket, calibre .50.” 

Specification 3rd —‘ ‘In that he, Private Prisi Munday, Co. M, 8th Cavalry, 
did, on or about the 21st day of March, 1876, offer for sale to Charles 
Lehman, a civilian of Rio Grande City, Texas, one or more U. S. 
breech-loading Springfield muskets, calibre .50. This at Rio Grande 
City, Texas, on or about the dates above specified. ’ ’ 

To which charge and specifications the accused pleaded ‘‘Not Guilty.” 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charge and specifications, 


‘‘Guilty.” 
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Sentence . 

And the court iloes therefore sentence him, Private Prisi Munday, Co. M, 
8th Cavalry, “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, with forfeiture of all pay and allowances, and to be confined at 
hard labor at such a place as tire Commanding General may direct for the 


IX. In the case of Private John Doonan, Co. M, 8th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved. The sentence is reduced to 
read: “To be confined at hard labor for two months, and to forfeit to the 
United States ten dollars per month of his pay for the same period,” and 
will be so executed. ’ ’ 

In the case of Private Prisi Munday, Co. M, 8th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly 

The military prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is designated as the 
place of confinement.- The prisoner will, however, be held in confinement 
at Kinggold Barracks, Texas, until further orders. 


X. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Stockton, 
Texas, on Monday, February 21, 1876, pursuant to paragraph III, Special 
Orders No. 25, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated February II, 
1876, San Antonio, Texas, of which Captain J. W. French, 25th Infantry, 
is President, and First Lieutenant Andrew Geddes, 25th Infantry, Judge 
Advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

8. Private Robert Jackson , Co. M, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification 1st—‘ ‘In that Private Robert Jackson, of Co. M, 10th Cavalry, 
did, without just cause or provocation, abuse and endeavor to inflict 
bodily injury upon Private Philip Henson, of Co. M, 10th Cavalry, 
calling him ‘a son of a bitch;’ and did behave in a disorderly man¬ 
ner in and about the quarters of Co. M, 10th Cavalry. This at Fort 
Stockton, Texas, on or about May 12, 1876.” 

Specification 2nd —‘ ‘In that Private Robert Jackson, of Co. M, 10th Cavalry, 
did resist the authority and threaten the life of First Sergeant Levi 
Haines, of Co. M, 10th Cavalry, saying to him ‘nevermind, I will 
get you yet; there will be target practice,’ or words to that effect. 
This while the said First Sergeant Levi Haines was engaged in the 
execution of his office in taking, or endeavoring to take, the said 
Private Robert Jackson, of Co. M, 10th Cavalry, to the guardhouse. 
This at Fort Stockton, Texas, on or about the 12th day of May, 1876.” 
Specification 3rd—' ‘In that Private Robert Jackson, of Co. M, 10th Cavalry, 
on being taken to the guard house, did seize a gun from the armrack 
and endeavor to use it upon Private Robert Giles, of Co. M, 10th 
Cavalry, saying to the said Private Giles ‘God damn you, I’ll fix 
you when I get out of this.’ This when the said Private Giles was 
in the execution of his duty in taking, or assisting to take, the said 
Private Robert Jackson, of Co. M, 10th Cavalry, to the guard house in 
obedience to the orders of his first sergeant—Levi Haines, of Co. M, 
10th Cavalry. This at Fort Stockton, Texas, on or about May 12, 
1876.” 

To which charge and specifications the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Not Guilty.” 
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Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the first specification, «‘Guilty. ” 

Of the second specification, ‘ ‘Guilty, except the words ‘the life of, ’ and 
of the excepted words, not guilty. ’ ’ 

Ot the third specification, “Guilty, except the words ‘and endeavor 
to use it upon Private Robert Giles, of Co. M, 10th Cavalry,’ and of the 
excepted words, not guilty.” 

Of the charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Robert Jackson, Co. 
M, 10th Cavalry, “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States; to forfeit all pay and allowances now due or that may be¬ 
come due him, and to be confined at hard labor at such military prison as 
the proper authority may direct for the period of one (1) year. ’ ’ 

9. Private Jacob 1 Vilson, Co. M, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge —“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification 1st —“In that Farrier (now private) Jacob Wilson, of Co. M, 
10th Cavalry, was drunk. This at Fort Stockton, Texas, on or about 
the 29th day of August, 1875. ’ ’ 

Specification 2nd— “In that Farrier (now private) Jacob Wilson, of Co. M, 
10th Cavalry, was drunk. This at Fort Stockton, Texas, on orabout 
the 2nd day of September, 1875. ’ ’ 

Specification 3rd —“In that Private Jacob Wilson, of Co. M, 10th Cavalry, 
was drunk. This at Fort Stockton, Texas, on or about the 25th day 
of September, 1875.” 

Specification 4/A—‘ ‘In that Private Jacob Wilson, of Co. M, 10th Cavalry, 
was drunk. This at Fort Stockton, Texas, on or about the 19th day 
of November, 1875.” 

Specification hth —‘ ‘In that Private Jacob Wilson, of Co. M, 10th Cavalry, 
was drunk. This at Fort Stockton, Texas, on.or about the 4th day 
of December, 1875.” 

Specification 6th —“In that Private Jacob Wilson, of Co. M, 10th Cavalry, 
was drunk. This at Fort Stockton, Texas, on or about the 22nd day 
of December, 1875.” 

To which charge and specifications the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Guilty. ’’ 

Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specifications, ‘ ‘ Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Jacob Wilson, Co. M, 
10th Cavalry, “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, with forfeiture of all pay and allowances now due or that may be¬ 
come due him.” 


XI. In the case of Private Robert Jackson, Co. M, 10th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved. The sentence is commuted 
to read: “To be confined at hard labor under charge of the guard at the 
station where his company may be serving for six months, and to forfeit 
to the United States ten dollars per month of his pay for the same period, ” 
and will be so executed. 






executed. 

BY COMMAND OK BRIGADIER G ISNERAI^ OBOB, 

Assistant Adjutant General 


Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 








except the just dues dues of the laundress, and to he confined at such mili¬ 
tary prison as the Commanding General may direct for the period of one 
(1) year.” 

VII. In the case of Private Henry Nickett , Co. C, 10th Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved. The sentence is commuted 
to read: ‘ ‘To be confined at hard labor at the post where his company 
may be serving for six months, and to forfeit to the United States ten dol¬ 
lars per month of his pay for the same period,” and will be so executed. 


VIII. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Ringgold Bar¬ 
racks, Texas, on Thursday, June 1, 1876, pursuant to paragraph VI, Spe¬ 
cial Orders No. 90, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated May 19, 
1876, San Antonio, Texas, of which Captain H. C. Corbin, 24th Infantry, 
is President, and Second Lieutenant Henry Wvga.nt, 21th Infantry, 
Judge Advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

6. Private John Doonan, Co. M, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge— ‘ ‘Violation of the 39th Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification —‘ ‘In that Private John Doonan, Co. M, 8th U. S. Cavalry, a 
duly mounted member of the post guard, having been duly posted 
as a sentinel on the Government hay corral, was found asleep ou his 
beat. This at Ringgold Barracks, Texas, on or about the 2nd day 
of April, 1876. ’ ’ 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Guilty.’ ’ 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, ‘‘Guilty. ” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private John Doonav, Co. M , 
8th Cavalry, ‘‘To be confined at hard labor for the period of two (2) 
months in charge of the post guard, and to forfeit his monthly pay for the 

The court is thus lenient on account of the long confinement undergone 
by the prisoner while awaiting trial. 

7. Private Prisi Munday, Co. M, 8th Cavalry. * 

Charge— ‘‘Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specificationlst —‘ ‘In that be, Private Prisi Monday, Co. M, 8th Cavalry, did, 
on or about the 19th day of March, 1876, offer for sale to Charles Leh¬ 
man, a civilian of Rio Grande City, Texas, one U. S. breech-loading 
Springfield musket, calibre .50.” 

Specification 2nd —‘ ‘In that he, Private Prisi Munday, Co. M, 8th Cavalry, 
did, on or about the 20th day of March, 1876, offer for sale to Charles 
Lehman, a civilian of Rio Grande City, Texas, one U. S. breech- 
loading Springfield musket, calibre .50.” 

Specification 3rd —‘‘In that he, Private Prisi Munday, Co. M, 8th Cavalry, 
did, on or about the 21st day of March, 1876, offer for sale to Charles 
Lehman, a civilian of Rio Grande City, Texas, one or more U. S. 
hreech-loading Springfield muskets, calibre .50. This at Rio Grande 
City, Texas, on or about the dates above specified. ” 

To which charge and specifications the accused pleaded ‘‘Not Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charge and specifications „ * ‘ Guilty. ” 
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Sentence . 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Prisi Sunday, Co. M, 
8th Cavalry, “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, with forfeiture of all pay and allowances, and to be confined at 
hard labor at such a place as the Commanding General may direct for the 
period of one year.” 


IX. In the case of Private John Doonan, Co. M, 8th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings ami sentence are approved. The sentence is reduced to 
read: ‘ ‘To be confined at hard labor for two months, and to forfeit to the 
United States ten dollars per mouth of his pay for the same period,’' and 
will be so executed. ” 

In the case of Private Prisi Munday, Co. M, 8th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and sentence are approved, and the seutence will be duly 
executed. 

The military prison at Port Leavenworth, Kansas, is designated as the 
place of confinement. The prisoner will, however, be held in confinement 
at Ringgold Barracks, Texas, until further orders. 


t X. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Stockton, 

Texas, on Monday, February 21, 1876, pursuant to paragraph III, Special 
Orders No. 25, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated February 11, 
1876, San Antonio, Texas, of which Captain J. W. French, 25th Infantry, 
is President, and First Lieutenant Andrew Geddes, 25th Infantry, Judge 
Advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

8. Private Robert Jackson, Co. M, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification 1st —“In that Private Robert Jackson, of Co. M, 10th Cavalry, 
did, without just cause or provocation, abuse and endeavor to inflict 
bodily injury upon Private Philip Henson, of Co. M, 10th Cavalry, 
calling him ‘a son of a bitch;’ and did behave in a disorderly man¬ 
ner in and about the quarters of Co. M, 10th Cavalry. This at Fort 
Stockton, Texas, on or about May 12, 1876.” 

Specification 2nd— 1 ‘In that Private Robert Jackson, of Co. M, 10th Cavalry, 
did resist the authority and threaten the life of First Sergeant Levi 
Haines, of Co. M, 10th Cavalry, saying to him ‘nevermind, I will 
get you yet; there will be target practice,’ or words to that effect. 
This while the said First Sergeant Levi Haines was engaged in the 
execution of his office in taking, or endeavoring to take, the said 
Private Robert Jackson, of Co. M, 10th Cavalry, to the guard house. 
This at Fort Stockton, Texas, on or about the 12th day of May, 1876.” 
Specification Urd—' ‘In that Private Robert Jackson, of Co. M, 10th Cavalry, 
on being taken to the guard house, did seize a gun from the armrack 
and endeavor to use it upon Private Robert Giles, of Co. M, 10th 
Cavalry, saying to the said Private Giles ‘God damn you, I’ll tlx 
you when I get out of this.’ This when the said Private Giles was 
in the execution of his duty in taking, or assisting to take, the said 
Private Robert Jackson, of Co. M, 10th Cavalry, to the guard house in 
obedience to the orders of his first sergeant—Levi Haines, of Co. M, 
10th Cavalry. This at Fort Stockton, Texas, on or about May 12, 
1876.” 

To which charge and specifications the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ’’ 
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The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the first specification, ‘ ‘ Guilty. ’ ’ 

Of the second specification, ‘ ‘Guilty, except the words ‘the life of, ’ and 
of the excepted words, not guilty.” 

Ol the third specification, ‘‘Guilty, except the words ‘andendeavor 
to use it upon Private Robert Giles, of Co. M, 10th Cavalry, ’ and of the 
excepted words, not guilty.” 

Of the charge, ‘ ‘Guilty.’’ 

Sentence . 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Robert Jackson, Co. 
M, 10th Cavalry, ‘‘To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States; to forfeit all pay and allowances now due or that may be¬ 
come due him, and to be conlined at hard labor at such military prison as 
the proper authority may direct for the period of one (1) year. ’ ’ 

9. Private Jacob Wilson, Co. M, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge —‘‘Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military disci- 

Specification 1st —‘ ‘In that Farrier (now private) Jacob Wilson, of Co. M, 
10th Cavalry, was drunk. This at Fort Stockton, Texas, on or about 
the 29th day of August, 1875. ” 

Specification 2nd —‘‘In that Farrier (now private) Jacob Wilson, of Co. M, 
10th Cavalry, was drunk. This at Fort Stockton, Texas, on orabout 
the 2nd day of September, 1875.” 

Specification 3rd —‘‘In that Private Jacob Wilson, of Co. M, 10th Cavalry, 
was drunk. This at Fort Stockton, Texas, on or about the 25th day 
of September, 1875.” 

Specification Itk— ‘‘In that Private Jacob Wilson, of Co. M, 10th Cavalry, 
was drunk. This at Fort Stockton, Texas, on or about the 19th day 
of November, 1875.” 

Specification oth —‘‘In that Private Jacob Wilson, of Co. M, 10th Cavalry, 
was drunk. This at Fort Stockton, Texas, on or about the 4th day 
of December, 1875.” 

Specification 6/A—‘‘In that Private Jacob Wilson, of Co. M, 10th Cavalry, 
was drunk. This at Fort Stockton, Texas, on or about the 22nd day 
of December, 1875.' ’ 

To which charge and specifications the accused pleaded ‘‘Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specifications, ‘ ‘Guilty. ’ * 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Jacob Wilson, Co. M, 
10th Cavalry, ‘‘To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, with forfeiture of all pay and allowances now due or that may be¬ 
come due him.” 


XI. In the case of Private Robert Jackson, Co. M, 10th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved. The sentence is commuted 
to read: ‘‘To be confined at hard labor under charge of the guard at the 
station where his company may be serving for six months, and to forfeit 
to the United States ten dollars per month of his pay for the same period,” 
and will be so executed. 






■ In the case of Private Jacob Wilson, Co. M, 10th Cavalry, theprocecd- 
ings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly 
executed. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 


Official:' 


Aide-de-Camp. 





CASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT CLARK, TEXAS. 

1. Private Felix Lefioch. Company T5, Sth Cavalry. 

2. Private Peter F. Murray.Company F, 8th Cavalry. 

3. Private William H. Sinclair.Company B, 8th Cavalry. 


AT FORT CONCHO, TEXAS. 

4. Private Singleton Adams.Company F, 10th Cavalry. 


AT FORT McKAVETT, TEXAS. 

5. Private John McDonough.Company F, 10th Infantry. 

0. Private John Perkins.Company I, 10th Infantry. 

7. Bugler Henry Scholz.Company 1, 10th Infantry. 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Te±as, June 21, 1876. 
General Court Martial ( 

Orders No. 21. j 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, on Wednesday, March 1, 1876, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special 
Orders No. 33, and paragraph II, Special Orders No. 37, current series. 
Headquarters Department of Texas, of which Colonel J. I. Gregg, 8th 
Cavalry, is President, and First Lieutenant J. T. Kirk max, 10th Infantry, 
Judge Advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Felix Lefioch, Co. B, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—“Violation of the 38th Article of War.” 

Specification —‘ ‘In that he, Private Felix Lefioch, Co. B, 8th Cavalry, being 
on duty as a member of the post guard, did become so drunk as to be 
unable to properly perform his duty. This at Fort Clark, Texas, on 
the 14th day of May, 1876.” 

Charge II — “Violation of the 39th Article of War.” 

Specification —“In that he, Private Felix L^flocli, Co. B, 8th Cavalry, a 
member of the post guard, having been duly posted on post No. 3 
by a non-commissioned officer of the guard, did desert said post and 
go to the guard house without proper authority. This at Fort Clark, 
Texas, on the 14th day of May, 1876.” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 
Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Ofthe charges and specifications, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Felix Lefioch, Co. B, 
8th Cavalry, “To forfeit ten (10) dollars per month of his monthly pay for 
eight (8) months, and to be confined at hard labor in the post guard house 
at the post where his company may be serving for eight (8) months. ’ ’ 

2. Private Peter F. Murray, Co. F, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge— * ‘Violation of the 39th Article of War. ” 














Specification— “Iu this, that Private Peter F. Murray, Co. P, 8th Cavalry, 
having been duly mounted as a member of the guard on the 17th day 
of May, 1876, at Port Clark, Texas, and then having been duly posted 
as a sentinel at the stables of Co. P, 8th Cavalry, (post No. 4), at 2 
o’clock a. m., on the 18th of May, 1876, was found sleeping on his 
post at or about 2:33 a. m. , same date, when theofficerof theday was 
making his rounds. This at Fort Clark, Texas.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Guilty. ” 
“Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, (None recorded). 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Peter F. Murray, Co. 
F, 8th Cavalry, ‘‘To forfeit ten (10) dollars per month of his monthly pay 
for six (6) months, and to be confined at hard labor in the guard house at 
the post where his company may be serving for six (6) months.” 

3. Private William H. Sinclair, Co. B, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—‘‘Violation of the 38th Article of War.” 

Specification —‘ ‘In that he, Private William II. Sinclair, Co. B, 8th Cavalry, 
being on duty as a member of the stable guard of his company, did 
become 30 drunk as to be unable to perform his duty. This at or 
near Port Clark, Texas, on the 14th day of May, 1876.” 

Charge II— ‘'Violation of the 40th Article of War.” 

Specification-'' In that he, Private William H. Sinclair, Co. B, 8th Cavalry, 
a member of the stable guard of his company, did quit said guard, 
without permission from proper authority, or other evident necessity 
therefor, about 2 o’clock A. m., the 14th day of May,' 1876, and did 
remain absent until arrested near the town of Brackett, Texas, about 
6 o’clock a. m. the same day. This at or near Fort Clark, Texas.” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded ‘‘Guilty.” 
Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charges and specifications, ‘‘Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private William H. Sinclair, 
Co. B, 8th Cavalry, ‘To forfeit ten (10) dollars per month of his monthly 
pay for three (3) months, and to be confined in the guard house at the post 
where his company may be stationed for three (3) months.” 


II. In the cases of Privates Felix Lefioch and William H. Sinclair, Co. B, 
8th Cavalry, the proceedings, findings and sentences are approved, and 
the sentences will be duly executed. 

In the case of Private Peter F. Murray, Co. F, 8th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings are approved. There are no findings recorded, and as the court is re¬ 
duced below a minimum, the record cannot be returned for correction if 
the omission was a clerical error. The sentence is void. Private Murray 
will be released from confinement and returned to duty. 


III. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Concho, 
Texas, on Thursday, February 17, 1876, pursuant to paragraph II, Special 
Orders No. 25, current series, Headquarters Department of Texas, of which 
Captain F. E. Lacey, 10th Infantry, is President, and First Lieutenant M. 
M. Maxon, 10th Cavalry, Judge Advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

4. Private Singleton Adams, Co. F, 10th Cavalry. 







Charge— “Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military, disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification —“In that Private Singleton Adams, Co. F, 10th Cavalry, did 
take, steal, carry away and appropriate to his own use and benefit, 
thirty dollars ($30.00), more or less, in currency, the property of 
Lieutenant Will. Davis, Jr., 10th Cavalry, This at Fort Concho, 
Texas, on or about January 21, 1876.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Guilty. ’ ’ 
Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

• Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Singleton Adams, 
Co. F, 10th Cavalry, “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, with loss of all pay and allowances now due or to become 
due, and to be confined in such penitentiary as the Department Commander 
may direct for the period of three (3) years. ” 


IV. In the case of Private Singleton Adams, Co. F, 10th' Cavalry, the 
proceedings, findings and sentence are disapproved on account of variance 
between the specification and the sentence. The record was returned for 
correction, but the court having been reduced below the minimum by 
absence of members in the field no action could be taken. 

He will be released from confinement and returned to duty. 


V. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort McKavett, 
Texas, on Friday, June 9, 1876, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders 
No. 100, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated June 3, 137(i, of which 
Surgeon C. E. Goddard, Medical Department, is President, and Second 
Lieutenant Ali ked Lakkf., 10th Infantry, Judge Advocate, were arraigned 
and tried: 

5. Private John McDonough, Co. F, 10th Infantry. 

Charge— “Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 

Specification 1st—‘‘In this, that Private John McDonough, Co. F, 10th In¬ 
fantry, having been regularly detailed on extra duty with his com¬ 
pany in constructing U. S. military telegraph from Fort McKavett 
to San Antonio, Texas, did, without permission from proper au¬ 
thority, absent himself from his company and duties on the morning 
of December 25, 1875, and did remain so absent until the evening of 
December 26, 1875. This at or near Coghlan’s Station, Texas, on or 
about the dates above specified.” 

Specification'2nd —“In this, that Private John McDonough, Co. F, 10th In¬ 
fantry, having been regularly detailed on extra duty with his com¬ 
pany in constructing U. S. military telegraph from Fort McKavett 
to San Antonio, Texas, did, without permission from proper au¬ 
thority, absent himself from his company and duties on the evening 
of March 15, 1876, and did remain so absent until the evening of 
March 20, 1876. This at or near Fredericksburg, Texas, on or about 
the dates above specified.” 

Specification 3rd —“In this, that Private John McDonough, Co. F, 10th In¬ 
fantry, having been regularly detailed on extra duty with his com¬ 
pany in constructing U. S. military telegraph from Fort McKavett 
to San Antonio, Texas, did, without permission from proper au¬ 
thority, absent himself from his company and duties ou the morning 
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of March 21, 1876, and did remain so absent until the evening of 
March 22, 1876. This at or near Fredericksburg, Texas, on or about 
the dates above specifled.” 

Specification 4th —“In this, that Private John McDonough, Co. F, 10th In¬ 
fantry, having been regularly detailed on extra duty with his com¬ 
pany in constructing U. S. military telegraph from Fort McKavett 
to San Antonio, Texas, did, without permission from proper au¬ 
thority, absent himself from his company and duties on the morning 
of May 11, 1876, and did remain so absent until the evening of May 
13, 1876. This at or near San Antonio, Texas, on or about the dates 
above specifled.” 

To which charge and specifications the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 
Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specifications, “Guilty. ’ ’ 

SENTENCE. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private John McDonough, 
Co. F, 10th Infantry, “To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard at the post where his company may be serving for three (3) months, 
forfeiting to the United States the sum of ten (10) dollars per month for 
the same period.” 

6. Private John Perkins, Co. I, 10th Infantry. 

Charge —“Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Specification —“In this, that Private John Perkins, Co. I, 10th Infantry, be¬ 
ing at the time a member of the post guard, did, upon the request of 
Bugler II. Scholz, Co. 1,10th Infantry, who was at the time a pris¬ 
oner, take a package containing stolen property out of the said Bu¬ 
gler Scholz’s box, at the company quarters, and conceal said pack¬ 
age in his own (the said Perkins’s) box, and keep it concealed until 
ordered by his company commander (Captain J. B. Parke, 10th In¬ 
fantry) to open said box, when the said package of stolen property 
was found therein. This at Fort McKavett, Texas, on or about May 
26, 1876.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded: 

To the specification, “Guilty, except as to the word ‘stolen,’ and to the 
excepted word, not guilty.” 

To the charge, “Not Guilty.” 

Finding . 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private John Perkins, Co. I, 
10th Infantry, “To forfeit to the United States five (5) dollars of his 
monthly pay for three (3) months, and to be confined at hard labor in 
chaige of the post guard for the same period.” 

7. Bugler Henry Scholz, Co. I, 10th Infantry. 

Charge I—“Robbery, to the prejudice of good order and military dis- 

Specification —“In this, that Bugler Henry Scholz, Co. I, 10th Infantry, 
when Private Moses Corder, Co. F, 10th Infantry, was receiving the 
sum of eighteen ($18.00) dollars in change from Mr. Hart, barkeeper 
at the post trader’s store, did take said eighteen ($18.00) dollars, for¬ 
cibly, from the said Private Corder, and keep said sum of money, 
notwithstanding that the same was demanded from him, until the 
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sergeant of the guard was called for, when he threw said sum of 
money behind him on the floor. This at Fort McKavett, Texas, on 
or about May 26,1876. ” 

Charge II—“Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military disci- 

Specijication —“In this, that Bugler Henry Scholz, Co. I, 10th Infantry, did 
steal from the store of the post trader the following named articles, 
to-wit: two (2) pairs of women’s shoes, value seven dollars and fifty 
cents ($7.50), and nine (9) pairs of children’s stockings, value four 
dollars ($4.00), said articles being the property of Samuel Wallick, 
post trader at Fort McKavett, Texas. This at Fort McKavett, Texas, 
on or about May 26, 1876. ’ ’ 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded ‘‘Guilty. ’’ 
Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charges and specifications, ‘ ‘ Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Bugler Henry Scholz, Co. I, 
10th Infantry, “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, with loss of all pay and allowances now due or that may become 
due to him, the just dues of the laundress excepted, and to he confined at 
hard labor at such place as the Department Commander may direct for the 
period of twelve (12) months. ’ ’ 


VI. In the case of Private John McDonough , Co. F, 10th Infantry, the 
proceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be 
duly executed. 

In the ease of Private John Perkins, Co. I, 10th Infantry, the proceedings 
and findings are-approved. The sentence is disapproved. The acts set 
forth in the specification, unless coupled with the knowledge that the 
property referred to had been stolen, do not constitute a crime. Such 
knowledge is not alleged, nor does it appear from the evidence. He will 
be released from confinement and returned to duty. 

In the case of Bugler Henry Scholz, Co. I, 10th Infantry, the proceedings 
and findings are approved. On account of previous good character and 
the circumstances under which the offenses were committed, as appears in 
the evidence, the term of confinement is remitted. The remainder of the 
sentence is confirmed and will be duly executed. 

By COMMAND OF BRIGADIER GENERAL ORD: 

J. H. TAYLOE, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official : 


Aide-de-Camp. 










CASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT CONCHO, TEXAS. 
Musician John Cyphers..Company 


T Y t 6 ..« • • • 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, June 15,1876. 
General Court Martial ( 

Orders No. 20. ( 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Concho, 
Texas, on Thursday , February 17. 1870, pinpoint to paragraph II, Special 
Orders No. 25, paragraph I, Special Orders No. 44, paragraphs I and II, 
Special Orders No. 51, and paragraph I, Special Orders No. 63, current 
series, Headquarters Department of Texas, of which Captain F. E. Lacky, 
10th Infantry, is President, and Second Lieutenant C. It. Ward, 10th 
Cavalry, Judge Advocate, were arraigned and tried; 

1. Musician John Cyphers, Co. A, loth Infantry. 

Charge —“Conduct prejudicial to good order and military discipline. ” 
Specification —“In this, that he, Musician John Cyphers, Co. A, 10th Infan¬ 
try , did assist at the writing of certain scandalous letters to enlisted 
men at Fort McKavett, Texas, and did address the envelopes of said 
letters. This at Fort Concho, Texas, on or about the 4th day of 
May,1876.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded: 

To the specification, “Guilty, except the word ‘seaudalons,’ and to the 
excepted word, not guilty.” 

To the charge, “Not Guilty. ” ' 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Musician John Cyphers, Co. 
A, 10th Infantry, “To be, dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, forfeiting to the United States all pay and allowances now 
due or that may become due, and to be confined at such place as the pro¬ 
per authority may designate for two (2) years. ” 

2. Private John J. Schliessman, Co. A, 10th Infantry. 

Charge— “Conduct prejudicial to good order and military discipline. ’> 
Specification —“In this, that he, Private John J. Schliessman, Co. A, 10th 
Infantry, did write, or cause to be written, certain scandalous 
letters to Private Bailey, Co. I, and Private Harvey, Band, 10th In¬ 
fantry, stationed at Fort McKavett, Texas, concerning the daughter 
of a non-commissioned officer, Co. A, 10th Infantry. This at Fort 
Concho, Texas, on or about the 4th day of May, 1S76. ’ ’ 












To which charge ami specification the accused pleaded: 

To the specification, “Guilty, except the word ‘scandalous,’ and to the 
excepted word, not guilty.’’ 

To the charge, . “jfot Guilty,;’ 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charge and specification, “Guilty.”, 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private John , J.SchUttiman, 
Co. A, 10th Infantry , ‘ ‘To be dishonorably discharged the service' of the 
United States, forfeiting to the United States all pay and allowances now 
due or that may become due, anil to be confined at such place as the pro¬ 
per authority may designate fur two (2) years. ”• • 

3. Sergeant Henry R. Brown, Co. H, 11th Infantry. 

Charge— “Conduct prejudicial to good order and military discipline. ” 
Specification —‘ ‘In this, that he, Corporal Henry R. Brown, Co. H, llfli In¬ 
fantry, did state to Second Lieutenant F. F. Kislingbury, lltli In¬ 
fantry, that he, Corporal Henry R. Brown, did, while at Fort Rich¬ 
ardson, Texas—he, the said Brown, being at that time a private in Co. 

I, 4th Cavalry—on or about the 24th day of March, 1875, pay to 
Captain N. B. M’Laughlin, 4th Cavalry, in the presence of First 
Lieutenant O. W. Bmid, 4th Cavalry, a certain sum of money, to- 
wit: twenty ($20) dollars, due the said Captain X. B. M’Laughlin, 
4th Cavalry, which statement he knew to be false, and without 
foundation in fact. This at Fort Concho, Texas, on or about the 
11th day of September, 1875.’’ 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ” 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
hocused: 

Of the charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Corporal—now sergeant— 
Henry R. Brown, Co. H, 11th Infantry, “To be reduced to the rank of a 
private soldier, and to forfeit to the United S'tutes the sum often ($10)' 
dollars per month for three (3) months.” 

4. Sergeant Edward W. Dunne, Co. H, llth Infantry. 

Charge —“Mutinous conduct, to the prejudice of good order and mili¬ 
tary discipline.” 

Specification 1st—“In this, that he, the said Sergeant Edward W Dunne, 
Co. H, llth U. S. Infantry,‘did create a disturbance in the mess- 
room of his company by firing a revolver, the shot striking the wall 
of the said mess-room. This at Fort Concho, Texas, on the 9th day 
of May, 1876.” 

Specification 2nd —“In this, that he, the said Sergeant Edward W. Dunne, 
Co. H, llth U. S. Infantry, when ordered by First Sergeant Julius 

J. Durage, Co. II, llth U. S. Infantry, in the execution of his office, 
to deliver a revolver which he, the said Sergeant Edward W. Dunne, 
had on his person, to him, First Sergeant Julius J. Durage, did 
draw and cock the said revolver with the intent to do bodily injury 
to the said First Sergeant Julius J. Durage, at the same time uttering 
the words ‘ I will fix you; ’ and further, thiit he, the said Sergeant 
Edward W. Dunne, did then and there discharge his pistol at, and 
bodily injure, the said First Sergeant Julius'J. Durage, Co. It, llth 
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U. S.. Infantry. Tilts at Fort Goncho, Texas, on the 9th day of Slav 
1876.” ' . 

Specification 3rd—‘ ‘In this, that he, the said Sergeant Edward W. Dunne, 
Go. H, 11th U. S. Infantry, did draw and cook a revolver with 
intent to do bodily injury to Corporal Thomas Potter, Co. A, 10th 
U. S. Cavalry, a corporal of the post, guard, the said Corporal 
Thomas Potter being at the time in the execution of his office. This 
at Fort Concho, Texas, on the 9th day of May, 1876.” 

■ To which charge and specifications the accused pleaded: 

To the first specification, ‘‘Guilty.” 

To the second and third specifications, ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ” 

To the charge, ‘‘Not Gnilty.” 

Findinr. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the first specification, ‘‘Guilty.” 

Of the second and third specifications, “Not Guilty.” 

Of the charge, “Not Guilty, but guilty of conduct prejudicial to good 
order and military discipline. ’ ’ 

Sentence . 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Sergeant Edward W. Dunne, 
Co. H, 11th Infantry, “To be reduced to the ranks as a private soldier, 
and to forfeit to the United States eight ($8) dollars of his pay.per month 
for three (3) months.” 

5. Private Peter Dreher, Co. H, 11th Infantry. 

Charge— “Violation of the 39th Article of War.” 

Specification —‘ ‘In that he, Private Peter Dreher, Co. H, 11th Infantry, 
having been duly mounted as a member of the post guard at Fort 
Concho, Texas, and having been duly posted as a sentinel on post 
No. 6—hay yard. Quartermaster’s Department—was found asleep on 
said post by the sergeant of the guard, between the hours of 2 o’clock 
and 3 o’clock a. m. , on the morning of the 24th day of May, 1876. 
This at Fort Concho, Texas, on or about the time and date above 
specified.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 

Feeding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Sentence . 

And the court does therefore sentence him. Private Peter Drehej-, Co. H, 
11th Infantry, * ‘To be confined at hard labor in charge of the guard at the 
post where his company may be serving for the period of six (8) months, 
and to forfeit to the United Slates ten ($10) dollars of his pay per month 
for the same period.” 

II. In the cases of Musician John Cyphers and Private John J. Schliessman , 
Co. A, 10th Infantry, the proceedings and findings are appiored. In 
view of the evidence, the sentence, in each case, is reduced to read: “To 
be dishonorably discharged the service of the United States,” and, as 
mitigated, will be duly executed. 

In the case of Sergeant Henry R. Brown, Co. H, 11th Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings are disapproved. The accused asked that certain witnesses 
residing beyond the limits of the Department might be summoned in his 
behalf. The judge advocate stated to the court, April 13th, that the in¬ 
terrogatories and cross-interrogatories were ready to be forwarded to the pro- 
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per parties. The court re-assembled .June Uth, and proceeded to try the 
ease, but the evidence asked for by the accused is hot produced, Ivor dees 
the record show why it was not, or why the court proceeded without it; 
it docs not even appear, .conclusively, that the interrogatories were sent. 

The findings are, also, disapproved. The specification alleges that the 
accused paade. a certain statement to Lieutenant Kislingburv; there is no 
evidence that the accused made the statement to Lieutenant Kislingbury 
or any one else. 

(Orders have already been issued for his release from confinement). 

In the case of Sergeant Edward, W. Dunne, Oo. II, 11th Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will he 
ditfy executed. • 

He will be released from arrest and returned to duty as a private soldier. 

In theeaseof Private Peter Dreher, Co. H, 11th Infantry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and sentence are approved. In view of the recommendation 
to clemency by a majority of the members of the court, on account of the 
previous good character of the prisoner, the sentence is reduced to two' (2) 
months, in place'of “six (8) months,” and, as mitigated, will be duly 
executed. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official : 


Alde-de-Cainp. 





CASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT RROIVN, TEXAS. 


1. Private James Larit.v 

2. Private John A. Parks 

3. Private James O’Brien 

4. Private Dennis Leliau 
5 Private William Stein 
0. Private Edgar It. Adai 


.. Company C, 9th Cavalry. 
..Company D. 8th Cavalry. 
. Company H, Sth ( avalry. 
...Company !, 8th Cavalry. 
.. Company I, stli Cat dry. 
.Company C, 11th Infautry. 


AT FORT CONCHO, TEXAS. 

7. Sergeant James E. Parker.Company A, 10th Cavalry. 

8. Private William Hall.Company 1, 10th Cavalry. 


AT FORT STOCKTON, TEXAS. 

9. Private Edward Collins.Company A, 25th Infantry. 

10. Musician John Lewis ...Company F, 25th Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, Jvne 8,1876. 
General Court Martial / 

Orders No. 19. J 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Brown, Texas, 
on Monday, February 21, 1876, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders 
No. 25, and Special Orders No. 35, paragraph I, Special Orders No. 58, 
and Special Orders No. 81, current series, Headquarters Department of 
Texas, of which Major A. J. Ai.exax'dek, 8th Cavalry, is President, and 
Second Lieutenant F. W. Mans field, 11th Infantry, Judge Advocate, 
were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private James Larity, Co. C, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge— “-Desertion.” 

Specification —‘ ‘That he, Private .toass Larity, Co. C, Sth Cavalry, a duly 
enlisted soldier in the service of the United States, did desert the said 
service, and remain absent for the period of three months and live 
days, more or less, and until he was arrested at Fort Brown, Texas, 
on or about the 5th day of March, 1876. This at or near Fort Brown, 
Texas, on or about the 31th day of December, 1875.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 

Fixding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Sextexce. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private James Larity, Co. C, 
Sth Cavalry, “To be dishonorably dischaiged the service; to forfeit to 
the United States all pay and allowances now due or to become due, and 
to be confined in such military prison as the Commanding General may 
direct for the period of two (2) years.” 














2. Private John A. P.irks, Co. D, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge—‘ ‘ Violation of the 3!)th Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification—" In this, that Private John A. Parks, Co. D, 8th U. S. Cav¬ 
alry, having been duly posted as a sentinel over the ordnance store 
house was found sleeping on his post. This at Port Brown, Texas, 
between the hours of 12 o’clock midnight on the 20th, and 1 o’clock 
a. m. , on the 27th day of April, 1876.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded "Guilty.” 
Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, "Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private John A. Parks, Co. 
D, 8th Cavalry, "To forfeit ten (10) dollars of his pay pev month for three 
(3) months, and to be confined in charge of the guard at the post where 
his company may be serving for the same period.” 

3. Private Janes O’Brien, Co. H, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge—" Violation of the 17th Article of War. ” 

Specification— "In that he. Private Jmes O’Briery Co. H, 8th Cavalry, did, 
through neglect, lose one Colt’s pistol, the property of the United 
States and for which First Lieutenant H. J. Farnsworth, 8th Cav¬ 
alry, is responsible, the same being part of thearms issued to him as 
a soldier in the United States service. This at Fort Brown, Texas, 
on or about the 8th day of February, 1876.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded "Not Guilty. ’’ 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charge and specification, ‘ ‘Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private James O’Brien, Co. 
H, 8th Cavalry, ‘ ‘To be confined at hard labor in charge of the guard for 
the period of three (3) months. ” 

4. Private Dennis Lehan, Co. I, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—"Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military disci- 

Specification —"In that Private Demis Lehan, I Co., 8th Cavalry, did steal, 
take and carry away from the quarters of Co. I, 8th Cavalry, one (1) 
woolen blanket, value $1 S5, the property of Private James SI. 
Sntton, I Co., 8th Cavalry. This at or near Fort Brown, Texas, on 
or about the 5th day of April, 1876.” 

Charge II—"Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification —"In that Private Dennis Lehan, I Co., 8th Cavalry, having 
been told by Corporal Louis Groppe, I Co., 8th Cavalry, to help 
take some iron bunks down stairs, did say, ‘You go to Hell’—Cor¬ 
poral Groppe being at the time in the execution of his duty. This in 
the squad-room of I Co., 8th Cavalry, barracks, at Fort Brown, 
Texas, on the 15th day of April, 1876.” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded : 

To the first charge and specification, "Not Guilty. ’ ’ 

To the second charge and specification, "Guilty. 1 ’ 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 
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8. Private William Hall, Co. I, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge— “ Violation of the 39th Article of War.” 

Specification-"In that he, Private William Hall, Co. I, 10th Cavalry, hav¬ 
ing been <luly mounted as a member of tile post guard and posted as 
a sentinel over the quartermaster’s storehouse, did fall asleep on 
said post, and was so found by the officer of the day, Captain Thomas 
Little, loth Cavalry. This at Fort Concho, Texas, between hours 
of 1 and 2 o’clock a. m ., 12th day of May, 1870. ’ > 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 

Finding . 

The court, after mature consideration, liuds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, “Guilty ” 

Sentence. 

Ami the court does therefore sentence him, Private William Hal! Co I 
10th Cavalry, “To be confined at hard labor under charge of the guard at 
the post where his company may be serving for the period of six (6) 
months, and to forfeit to the United States ten dollars ($10) of his pay for 
the same period. ’ ’ 

IV. In the cases of Sergeant James E. Parker, Co. A, and Private William 
Hall, Co. 1, 10th Cavalry, the proceedings, findings and sentences are ap¬ 
proved, and the sentences will he duly executed. 

Sergeant Parker will be released from arrest and returned to duty as a 
private soldier. 


1. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Stockton, 
Texas, on Monday, February 21, 1870, pursuant to paragraph III, Special 
Orders No. 25, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated February 11 . 
1870, San Antonio, Texas, of which Captain J. W. Fkench, 25th In¬ 
fantry, is P resilient, and First Lieutenant Andrew Geddes, 25th Infantry, 
Judge Advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

. 9. Private Edward Collins, Co. A, 25th Infantry. 

Charge I—“Violation of the 33rd Article of War. ” 

Specification— “In that Private Edward Collins, Co. A, 25th Infantry, did, 
without permission from proper authority, or evident necessity, ab- 
sent himself from drill and retreat roll-call on the 23rd day of March 
1876. This at Fort Stockton, Texas.” 

Charge II—“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification —“In that Private Edward Collins, Co. A, 25th Infantry, did 
enter the quarters of Co, A, 25th Infantry, in a drunken condition, 
act in an insubordinate manner, fail to obey the orders of First Ser- 
.1 Scant William Douglas, Co. A, 25th Infantry, (he being in the law¬ 
ful execution of his duty), and make use of the following words, 
■i to-wit: ‘ God.damn Captain French, kiss his arse. That God damn 
„ fuller son of bitch of a first sergeant he’s got I intend to kill him; 

• God damn them all; I don’t give a damn for them all,' or words to 
that effect. This at Fort Stockton, Texas, on or about the 23rd day 
of March, 1870.” 

Additional Charge I—“Attempt at murder, to the prejudice of good 
order and military discipline. ” 

Specification —“In this, that he,• Private Edward Collins, Co. A, 25th In¬ 
fantry, diil wilfully point and discharge a loaded musket at First 
Sergeant William Douglas, Co. A, 25th Infantry, (he, Douglas, be¬ 
ing in the lawful performance of his duty). This with intent to kill 








First Sergeant William Douglas, Co. A, 25th Infantry. This at tar¬ 
get practice, on.or about the 27th clay ol March, 1876, at Fort Stock- 

Additional Chauge II— “Conduct to the prejudice of good order and 
military discipline.” 

Specification —‘ ‘In this, that he, Private Edward Collins , Co. A, 25th In¬ 
fantry, did, after having failed in his attempt to kill First Sergeant 
William Douglas, Co. A, 25th Infantry, by discharging a loaded 
musket at him, twice strike First Sergeant William Douglas, Co. A, 
25th Infantry, (he, Douglas, being in the lawful execution of his 
duty), about the head and face with a musket. This at target prac¬ 
tice, on or about the 27th day of March, 1876, at Fort Stockton, 


To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded: 

To the first charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

To the second charge and specification, ^‘Not Guilty.” 

To the specification to additional charge first, “Guilty, except the words 
'with intent to kill,’ and to the excepted words, not guilty.” 

To the additional charge first, “Not Guilty.” 

To the additional charge second and specification, “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charges and specifications, ‘ ‘ Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Edward Collins, Co. 
A, 25th Infantry, “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States; to forfeit all pay and allowances now due or that may be¬ 
come due him, and to be confined at hard labor at such penitentiary as the 
proper authority may direct for the period of seven (7) years.” 

10. Musician John Lewis, Co. F, 25th Infantry. 

Chaiige— “Violation of the 40th Article of War.” 

Specification— “In that he, Musician John Lewis, Co. F, 25th Infantry, hav¬ 
ing been regularly detailed and mounted as musician of the post 
guard on the 30th of March, 1876, did, without permission from 
proper authority, or urgent necessity, quit his guard and visit a house 
in the adjoining settlement, (without the limits of the post), and 
there attend a dunce and engage in dancing; and did remain so ab¬ 
sent a portion of the time between the hours of 11 o’clock p.m., 
March 30, and 2 o’clock a. m. , March 31, 1876.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded: 

To the specification, “Guilty, except the words ‘without proper au¬ 
thority, or urgent necessity,’ and of the excepted words, not guilty.” 

To the charge, ‘‘ Not Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The conrt, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 


accused: (| 

Of the charge and specification, “Guilty.’ 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Musician John Lewis, Co. F. 
25th Infantry, “To forfeit to the United States ten (10) dollars of monthly 
pay for the period of three (3) months. ’ ’ 


VI. In the case of Private Edward Collins, Co. A, 25th Infantry, thepro- 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be 
duly executed. 
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In accordance with instructions from the Adjutant General’s Office, the 
proceedings will be forwarded for the orders of the Secretary of War. 

In the case of Musician John Lewis, Co. F, 25th Infantry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly 
executed. 

(Ordeis hove already been issued for his release from confinement). 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 

Official : Assistant Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 
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HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, June 5, 1876. 
General Court Martial ) 

Orders No. 18. f 

!• Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort McKavett, 
Texas, on Monday, December 13, 1875, pursuant to paragraph III, Special 
Orders No. 229, and paragraph I, Special Orders No. 233, Headquarters 
Department of Texas, dated, respectively, December 6 and 10, 1875, San 
Antonio, Texas, of which Major T. M. Axderson, 10th Infantry, is Presi¬ 
dent, and Second Lieutenant Alcred Larke, 10th Infantry, Judge Advo¬ 
cate, was arraigned and tried: 

Quartermaster Sergeant William J. Connell , 10th Infantry. 

Charge— “Stealing, and wrongfully and knowingly selling or disposing 
of, certain property of the United States, in violation of the 60th Article 
of War.” 

Specification 1st—“In this, that he, Quartermaster Sergeant William J. 
Connell, 10th Infantry, being on duty as quartermaster sergeant at 
the post of Fort McKavett, Texas, did steal, and wrongfully and 
knowingly sell or dispose of, the following quartermaster’s stores 
the property of the United States, and for which First Lieutenant 
Gregory Barrett, Jr., Regimental Quartermaster 10th Infantry, 
Post Quartermaster, was responsible, to-wit: one wagon load of 
corn, weight unknown. This at Fort McKavett, Texas, on or about 
May 20, 1875.” 

Specification-2nd —“Tn this, that he, Quartermaster Sergeant William J. 
Connell, 10th Infantry, being on duty as quartermaster sergeant at 
the post of Fort McKavett, Texas, did steal, and wrongfully and 
knowingly sell or dispose of, the following quartermaster’s stores, the 
property of the United States, and for which First Lieutenant 
Gregory Barrett, Jr., Regimental Quartermaster 10th Infantry, Post 
Quartermaster, was responsible, to-wit: one wagon load of corn, 
weight unknown. This at Fort McKavett, Texas, ou or about July 
13, 1875.” 

Specification 3rd—“In this, that he, Quartermaster Sergeant William J. 
Connell, 10th Infantry, being on duty as quartermaster sergeant at 
the post of Fort McKavett, Texas, did steal, and wrongfully and 
knowingly sell or dispose of, the following quartermaster’s stores, 
the property of the United States, and for which First Lieutenant 
Gregory Barrett, Jr., Regimental Quartermaster 10th Infantry, Post 
Quartermaster, was responsible, to-wit: one wagon load of corn, 
weight unknown. This at Fort McKavett, Texas, on or about 
August 2, 1875.” 

Specification ith —“In this, that he, Quartermaster Sergeant William J. 
Connell, 10th Infantry, being on duty as quartermaster sergeant at 
the post of Fort McKavett, Texas, did steal, and wrongfully and 
knowingly sell or dispose of, the following quartermaster’s stores, 
the property of the United States, and for which First Lieutenant 
Gregory Barrett, Jr., Regimental Quartermaster 10th Infantry, Post 
Quartermaster, was responsible, to-wit: one wagon load of corn. 






weight unknown. This at Fort McKavett, Texas, on or about 
August 10, 1875.” 

Specification 5th —‘‘In this, that he, Quartermaster Sergeant William J. 
Connell, 10th Infantry, being on duty as quartermaster sergeant at 
the post of Fort McKavett, Texas, did steal, and wrongfully and 
knowingly sell or dispose of, the following quartermaster’s stores, 
the property of the United States, and for which First Lieutenant 
Gregory Barrett, Jr., Regimental Quartermaster 10th Infantry, Post 
Quartermaster, was responsible, to-wit: one wagon load of corn, 
weight unknown. This at Fort McKavett, Texas, on or about Au¬ 
gust 16, 1875.” 

Specification 5th— ‘‘In this, that he, Quartermaster Sergeant William J. 
Connell, 10th Infantry, being on duty as quartermaster sergeant at 
the post of Fort McKavett, Texas, did steal, and wrongfully and 
knowingly sell or dispose of, the following quartermaster’s stores, 
the property of the United States, and for which First Lieutenant 
Gregory Barrett, Jr., Regimental Quartermaster 10th Infantry, Post 
Quartermaster, was responsible, to-wit: live sacks of corn and two 
sacks of oats, weights unknown. This at Fort McKavett, Texas, on 
or about July 9, 1875. ’ ’ 

Specification 7th —‘‘In this, that he, Quartermaster Sergeant William J. 
Connell, 10th Infantry, being on duty as quartermaster sergeant at 
the post of Fort McKavett, Texas, did steal, and wrongfully and 
knowingly sell or dispose of, the following quartermaster’s stores, 
the property of the United States, and for which First Lieutenant 
Gregory Barrett, Jr., Regimental Quartermaster 10th Infantry, Post 
Quartermaster, was responsible, to-wit: four sacks of corn, weight 
unknown. This at Fort McKavett, Texas, on or about August 27, 
1875.” 

Specification 8/A—‘‘In this, that he, Quartermaster Sergeant William J. 
Connell, 10th Infantry, being on duty as quartermaster sergeant at 
the post of Fort McKavett, Texas, did steal, and wrongfully and 
knowingly sell or dispose of, the following quartermaster’8 stores, the 
property of the United States, and for which First Lieutenant Gregory 
Barrett, Jr., Regimental Quartermaster 10th Infantry, Post Quarter¬ 
master, was responsible, to-wit: one sack of corn, weight unknown. 
This at Fort McKavett, Texas, on or about August 28, 1875.’ ’ 

Specification 9/A—‘‘In this, that he, Quartermaster Sergeant William J. 
Connell, 10th Infantry, being on duty as quartermaster sergeant at 
the post of Fort McKavett, Texas, did steal, and wrongfully and 
knowingly sell or dispose of, the following quartermaster’s stores, 
the property of the United States, and for which First Lieutenant 
Gregory Barrett, Jr., Regimental Quartermaster 10th Infantry, Post 
Quartermaster, was responsible, to-wit: eleven sacks of corn, 
weight unknown. This at Fort McKavett, Texas, on or about No¬ 
vember 2, 1875.” 

Specification Mh —“In this, that he, Quartermaster Sergeant William J. 
Connell, 10th Infantry, being on duty as quartermaster sergeant at 
the post of Fort McKavett, Texas, did steal, and wrongfully and 
knowingly sell or dispose of, the following quartermaster’s stores, 
the property of the United States, and for which First Lieutenant 
Gregory Barrett, Jr., Regimental Quartermaster 10th Infantry, Post 
Quartermaster, was responsible, to-wit: six sacks of corn, weight 
unknown. This at Fort McKavett, Texas, on or about November 4, 
1875.’’ 





Specification nth—"la this, that he, Quartermaster Sergeant Williim J. 
Connell, 10th Infantry, being on duty as quartermaster sergeant at 
the post of Fort McKavett, Texas, did steal, and wrongfully and 
knowingly sell or dispose of, the following quartermaster’s stores, 
the property of the United States, and for which Fiist Lieutenant 
Gregory Barrett, Jr., Regimental Quartermaster 10th Infantry, Post 
Quartermaster, was responsible, to-wit: one cart load of corn, 
weight unknown. This at Fort McKavett, Texas, on or about 
November 8, 1875.” 

Specification 12th—“In this, that he, Quartermaster Sergeant William J. 
Connell, 10th Infantry, being on duty as quartermaster sergeant at 
the post of Fort McKavett, Texas, did steal, and wrongfully and 
knowingly sell or dispose of, the following quartermaster’s stores, 
the property of the United States, and for which First Lieutenant 
Gregory Barrett, Jr., Regimental Quartermaster 10th Infantry, Post 
Quartermaster, was responsible, to-wit: three cart loads of corn, 
weight unknown. This at Fort McKavett, Texas, on or about 
November 15, 1875.” 

Specification lAth—“In this, that he, Quartermaster Sergeant William J. 
Connell, 10th Infantry, being on duty as quartermaster sergeant at 
the post of Fort McKavett, Texas, did steal, and wrongfully and 
knowingly sell or dispose of, the following quartermaster’s stores, 
the property of the United States, and for which First Lieutenant 
Gregory Barrett, Jr., Regimental Quartermaster 10th Infantry, Post 
Quartermaster, was responsible, to-wit: one cart load of corn, 
weight unknown. This at Fort McKavett, Texas, on or about 
November 17, 1875.” 

Specification Hth—“In this, that he, Quartermaster Sergeant William J. 
Connell, 10th Infantry, being on duty as quartermaster sergeant at 
the post of Fort McKavett, Texas, did steal, and wrongfully and 
knowingly sell or dispose of, the following quartermaster’s stores, 
the property of the United States, and for which First Lieutenant 
Gregory Barrett, Jr., Regimental Quartermaster 10th Infantry, Post 
Quartermaster, was responsible, to-wit: one cart load of corn, 
weight unknown. This at Fort McKavett, Texas, on or about 
November 29, 1875.” 

Specification loth— ‘ ‘In this, that he, Quartermaster Sergeant William J. 
Connell, 10th Infantry, being on duty as quartermaster sergeant at 
the post of Fort McKavett, Texas, did steal, and wrongfully and 
knowingly sell or dispose of, the following quartermaster’s stores, 
the property of the United States, and for which First Lieutenant 
Gregory Barrett, Jr., Regimental Quartermaster 10th Infantry, Post 
Quartermaster, was responsible, to-wit: one cart load of corn, 
weight unknown. This at Fort McKavett, Texas, on or about 
November 30, 1875.” 

Specification mh—‘ ‘In this, that he, Quartermaster Sergeant William J. 
Connell, 10th Infantry, being on duty as quartermaster sergeant at 
the post of Fort McKavett, Texas, did steal, and wrongfully and 
knowingly sell or dispose of, the following quartermaster’s stores, 
the property of the United States, and for which First Lieutenant 
Gregory Barrett, Jr., Regimental Quartermaster 10th Infantry, Post 
Quartermaster, was responsible, to-wit: two cart loads, containing 
in all thirty sacks, of corn, weight unknown. This at Fort Mc¬ 
Kavett, Texas, on or about January 7, 1876. ” 
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To which charge and specifications the accused pleaded “Not Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the 1st, 3rd, 4th, 5th, 6th, 8th, 12th, 16th specifications, “Not Guilty.” 

Of the 2nd, 7th, 9th, 10th, 11th, 13th, 14th, loth specifications, “Guilty, 
except the words ‘steal, and,’ and ‘sell or,’ and of the excepted words, 
not guilty.” 

Of the charge, “Guilty, except the words ‘stealing, and,’ and of the 
words ‘selling or, ’ and of the excepted words, not guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Quartermaster Sergeant 
WilliamJ. Connell, 10th Infantry, “To be reduced to the ranks.” 

The court is thus lenient for the reason that in their opinion the Govern¬ 
ment sustained no loss. 


II. In the case of Quartermaster Sergeant William J. Connell, 10th Infan¬ 
try, the proceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence 
will be duly executed. He will be released from arrest and returned to 
duty as a private soldier. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 

Official : Assistant Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 






CASES TRIED BT A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT BROWN, TEXAS. 


1. Private H G. Adams ... 

2. Private William Case 

3. Private It. Gavlor . 

I- Private Patrick Kearney 

a Ppirnto Cliovlad Um.ii-nT. 


Private (diaries Brower. 


Company L, 8th Cavalry. 
.Company C, llrli Intantrv. 
.Company C, 11th InfanfrV. 
.Company C, 11th Infantry. 
■ Company C, 11th Infantry. 




AT FORT DAVIS, TEXAS. 



Company H, 10th Cavalry. 
.Company IC, 25th Infantry. 


AT FORT STOCKTON, TEXAS. 


11. Sergeant Alfred Pinkston. 


Company H, 10th Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, June 1 , 1876. 
General Court Martial / 


Orders No. 17. 


1. Before a General Court Martial which convened atFort Brown, Texas, 
on Tuesday, March 10, 1876, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders 
No. 25, and Special Orders No. 35, paragraph I, Special Orders No. 58, 
and Special Orders No. 81, current series, Headquarters Department of 
Texas, of which Major A. J. Alexander, 8th Cavalry, is President, and 
Second Lieutenant F. W. Mansfield, 11th Infantry, Judge Advocate, 
were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private H. G. Adatiis, Co. C, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Violation of the 21st Article of War.” 

Specification ‘ ‘In this, that Private H. G. Atoms, Co. C, 8th Cavalry—a 
prisoner in the guard house—when ordered by First Lieutenant 
John L. Clem, 24th Infantry, officer of the guard, in the execution of 
his duty, to stop talking, did, notwithstanding said order, continue 
to talk in a highly insubordinate and disrespectful tone of voice. 
This at Fort Brown, Texas, March 31, 1876. ” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Not Guilty. • ’ 


Finding. 


The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charge and specification, ‘ ‘>[ot Guilty. ’ ’ 

And the court does therefore acquit him, Private H. G. Atoms, Co C 
8th Cavalry. 

2. Private William Case, Co. D, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge— 1 1 V iolation of the 39th Article of War. ’ ’ 











Specification — 1 ‘In that Private William Case, Co. D, 8th Cavalry, having 
been duly mounted as a member of the post guard ami posted as a 
sentinel in charge of prisoners, did leave his post and abandon said 
prisoners without being regularly relieved, and did remain absent 
until arrested by the officer of the guard. This at Fort Brown, 
Texas, on the morning of April 10; 1876.” 

To which charge and specilication the accused pleaded ‘‘Not Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: ,, 

Of the charge and specification, ‘ Guilty. 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private William Case, Co. 
j), sth Cavalry, ‘‘To forfeit ten ($10) dollars of his monthly pay, per 
month, for the period of three (8) months, and to be confined in charge of 
the guard for the same period, at the post where his company may be 
serving.” 

The court is thus lenient on account of the evident youth and inexperi¬ 
ence of the prisoner. 

3. Private H. Gaylor, Co. L, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge— ‘ ‘Violation of the 21st Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification —“In this, that Private H. Gaylor, Co. L, 8th Cavalry—a 
prisoner in the guard house—when ordered by First Lieutenant 
John L. Clem, 24th Infantry, officer of the guard, in the execution 
of his duty, to stop talking, did reply, in a highly disrespectful and 
insubordinate tone of voice, ‘I will talk all I please,’ and did con¬ 
tinue to talk notwithstanding said order. This at Fort Brown, 


Texas, March 31, 1876.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded ‘ ‘ Guilty. ’ ’ 
Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, ‘‘Guilty. 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private H. Gaylor, Co. L, 
8th Cavalry, ‘‘To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, and forfeit all pay and allowances that are due or may be¬ 
come due, except the just dues of,the laundress, and to be confined at 

hard labor under charge of the guard for the period of six (6) months at 

such post as the reviewing authority may direct.” 

4. Private Patrick Kearney, Co. L, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge —‘‘Desertion.” 

Specification —‘‘In this, that Private Patrick Kearney, Co. L, 8th U. S. Cav¬ 
alry, a duly enlisted soldier, did desert the service of the United 
States, at Fort Brown, Texas, on or about the 22nd day of Decem¬ 
ber, 1875, and did remain absent until he surrrendered himself on 
or about the 4th day of April, 1876, near Cortina’s ranch, Texas. 
This at Fort Brown, Texas, on or about the dates above specified. ’ ’ 
To which charge and specification the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ’ ’ 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: ,, 

Of the charge and specification, Guilty. 

Sentence. 

And'.the court does therefore sentence him, Private Patrick Kearney, Co. 
L, 8th Cavalry, ‘‘To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 





States, with loss of all pay and allowances, and to be confined at hard 
labor at such military prison as the Department Commander may di¬ 
rect for the period of two (2) years. ’ ’ 

5. Private Charles Brower, Co. C, 11th Infantry. 

Charge —“Disobedience of orders, in violation of the 21st Article of 
War.” 

Specification —“In this, that he. Private Charles Broieer, Co. C, 11th In¬ 
fantry, having brought his musket to the position of inspection 
arms, and having been ordered by his company commander to drop 
his left hand promptly, did drop his let! hand in an intentionally 
slow and deliberate manuer, in defiance and disobedience of said 
order; and having been instructed to re-assume the position of inspec - 
tion arms did again wilfully disobey the same above order, it having 
been repeated to him, and did continue to so disobey it, utterly re¬ 
fusing to do as ordered by his company commander. This at the 
afternoon drill of his company, at Fort Brown, Texas, on the 21st of 
April, 1876.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded ‘ ‘ Xot Guilty. ’' 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the specification, “guilty, except the word ‘refusing,’ and substitut¬ 
ing therefor the word ‘failing,’and of the excepted word, not guilty.” 

Of the charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Charles Brower, Co. 
C, 11th Infantry, ‘ ‘To be confined at hard labor under charge of the guard 
for the period of three months, and to forfeit ten ($10) dollars per month 
for the same period. ’ ’ 

6. Private John Bruce, Co. C, 11th Infantry. 

Charge I—‘ ‘Violation of the 32nd Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification 1st —“Inthis, thathe, Private John Bruce, Co. C, llthlnfantry, 
did absent himself from his company and barrack from reveille 
until tattoo, without proper authority. This at Fort Brown, Texas, 
on or about the 31st day of March, 1876. ’ ’ 

Specification 2nd—' ‘In this, thathe. Private John Bruce, Co. C, 11th Infan¬ 
try, did fail to repair to the evening parade of his company. This at 
Fort Brown, Texas, on or about the 31st day of March, 1376. ’ ’ 
Specification 3rd —“In this, that he, Private John Bruce, Co. C, 11th Infan¬ 
try, having been regularly detailed for guard, by the acting first ser¬ 
geant of his company, did fail to repair to the proper place of ren¬ 
dezvous of said guard. This at Fort Brown, Texas, ou or about the 
31st day of March, 1876.” 

Charge 111— “Drunkenness on duty, in violation of the 3Sth Article of 
War.” 

Specification —“In this, that he, Private John Bruce, Co. C, 11th Infantry, 
did appear at the tattoo roll-call of his company so much under the 
influence of liquor as to be unable to properly perform the duties ol a 
soldier. This at Fort Brown, Texas, on or about the 31st day of 
March, 1876.” 

Charge IV — “Violation of the 17th Article of War.” 

Specification 1st—“In this, that he, Private John Bruce, Co. C, 11th Infantry . 
did sell, lose, or otherwise illegally dispose of, the following articles 
of clothing, issued to him by the Government for his use and equip¬ 
ment: one (1) pair of made trow sers, (foot),one (l) pair of drawers, 





one (1) paii'of boots, (B. S.), of the value of seven dollars and three 
cents, ($7.03). This at Fort Brown, Texas, between the dales of 
February 24, 187(1, and March 31, 1876, inclusive.” 

Specification 2nd— ‘‘In this, that he, Private John Bruce, Co. C, 11th Infan¬ 
try, having no dress coat of his own, did have one belonging to 
Lance Corporal Joseph Webster—a member of his company—turned 
over to him by the acting first sergeant, Lawrence Kelly, for the 
purpose of mounting guard in, did sell, lose or otherwise dispose of, 
said dress coat; for his own nse and benefit; the said dress coat 
valued at,nin,e dollars and seventy-five cents, ($9.7; 

Brown, Texas, on or about the 31st day of March, 187(i 
To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded: 

To the specification, first charge, 

To tile first charge, 

To the first specification, charge second, 

To the second specification, charge second, 

. To the third specification, charge second, 

To the second charge, 


This a 


“Gnilty.” 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 
“Not Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 


To the remaining charges and specifications, “Not Guilty.” 

Finding . 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 


accused: 

Of ttie specification, first charge, 

Of the first charge, 

Of the first specification, second charge. 
Of the second specification, second charge, 
Of the third specification, second charge, 
Of the second charge, 

Of the third charge and its specification, 


“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 
“Not Guilty.” 


Of the first specification, fourth charge, “Guilty, except the words ‘one 
(1) pair of boots,’ and ‘seven dollars and three cents, ($7.03),’ and 
substituting for the latter‘seven dollars and twenty-four cents,’and of 
the excepted words, not guilty.” 

Of the second specification, fourth charge, “Guilty.” 

Of the fourth charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private John Bruce, Co. C, 
11th Infantry, “To forfeit all pay and allowances how due or to become 
due, to be dishonorably discharged the service, and to be confined' at 
hard labor in charge of a guard at such place as the Commanding General 
may designate for six (6) months.” 

7. Private Alonzo King, Co. C, 11th Infantry. 

Charge— “Theft, to the prejudice of good older and military disci¬ 
pline. ’ ’ 

Specification —“In this, that he, Private Alonzo King, Co. C, 11th Infantry, 
combining and confederating with Private Henry Gross, Co. C, 11th 
Infantry, did steal, take away and sell, or otherwise dispose of, for 
his own use and benefit, one great coat, value six dollars nnd forty- 
four cents, more or less, the property of Private Jacob K. Snyder, 


This at 


Co. C, 11th Infantry 
23, 1876.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded: 
To the specification, “Guilty, except the word ‘steal, 

oepted word, not guilty.” 

To the charge, 


Brown, Texas, on or about April 





Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charge and specification, : ‘ ‘Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore senteuoe him. Private Alonzo King, Co. C, 
11th Infantry, “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States with loss of all pay anil allowances, and to be confined at hard labor 
at such place as the reviewing authority may direct for six (6) months. ” 

8. Private Peter Trotter, Co. C, 11th Infantry. • 

Charge— “Disobedience of orders, in violation of the 21st Article of 
War.” 

Specification —“In this, that he, Private Peter Trotter, Co. C, 11th Infantry, 
having brought his musket to the position of inspection arms, and 
having been ordered by his company commander to drop his left 
; hand promptly, did drop his left hand in an intentionally slow and 
deliberate manner, in dedance and disobedience of said order, and, 
having been instructed to re-assnme the position of inspection arms, 
did again wilfully disobey the same above order, it having been 
repeated to him, and did continue to so disobey it, utterly refusing 
to do as ordered by his company commander. This at the afternoon 
drill of his company, at Fort Brown, Texas, on the 21st of April, 
1876.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Not Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 

Of the specification, “Guilty, except word ‘refusing,' and substituting 
Jhcrefore the word ‘failing, ’ and of the excepted word, not guilty.' ’ 

Of the charge, '‘Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him. Private Peter Trotter, Co. C, 

11th Infantry, “To be confined at hard labor under charge of the guard 
for the period of three (3) months, and to forfeit ten ($10) dollars per 
month for the same period. ’ ’ 


II. In the case of Private H. G. Adams, Co. C, 8th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and acquittal are approved. 

In the cases of Privates William Case, Co. D, H. Gaylor and Patrick 
Kearney, Co. L, 8th Cavalry, the proceedings, findings and sentences are 
approved, and the sentences will be duly executed. 

In the case of Private Gaylor the post of Fort Brown, -Texas, is desig¬ 
nated as the place of confinement. 

In the case of Private Kearney the military prison at Fort Leavenworth, 
Kansas, is designated as the place of confinement. The prisoner will, 
however, be held in confinement at Fort Brown, Texas, until further 

In the cases of Privates Charles Brower and Peter Trotter, Co. C, 11th In¬ 
fantry, the proceedings are approved. The findings and sentences are dis¬ 
approved. The testimony of the witnesses is conflicting, and leaves a 
reasonable doubt as to the wilfnllness of the disobedience charged. Pri¬ 
vates Brower and Trotter will be released from confinement aDd returned 
to duty. 

In the case of Private John Bruce, Co. C, 11th Infantry, the proceedings 
and findings on the first charge and its specifications are disapproved, for 
the reason that three specifications to this charge are recorded but it only 
appears that the prisoner pleaded to, and the court proceeded to a finding 






on, one of them, and the recox-d does not show to which he pleaded, or of 
which he was found guilty. .. , 

The proceedings and findings on the second charge and specifications 
are also disapproved, for the reason that (probably on account of a clerical 
error) no such charge and specifications appear in the record. 

The remainder of the proceedings and findings are approved. The sen¬ 
tence is rednoed to read “To be confined at hard labor under charge of 
the guard for three months, with forfeiture of ten dollars per month of his 
pay for same period,” and, as commuted, is approved, and will be duly 
executed. 

In the case of Private Alonzo Kinj, Co. C, 11th Infantry, the proceedings 
are approved. The findings and sentence are disapproved. The prosecu - 
tion introduces no evidence. The evidence for the defence does not prove 
the specification, and the prisoner’s statement, upon which his conviction 
is presumed to rest, seems to have been considered only so far as it told 
against himself. Private King will be released from, confinement and re¬ 
turned to duty. 

III. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Davis, 
Texas, on Thursday, April 27, 1876, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special 
Orders No. 68, current series, Headquarters Department of Texas, of 
which Captain D. D. Van Valzaii, 25th Infantry, is President, and Second 
Lieutenant J. C. Okd, 25th Infantry, Judge Advocate, was arraigned and 
tried: 

9. Sergeant Charles Bums, Co. H, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Specification 1st —“In that the said Sergeant diaries Burns, of Co. H, 10th 
Cavalry, acted in an indecent and improper manner towards Trum¬ 
peter Silas Jones, of Co. II, 10th Cavalry, during the night. This in 
. the field near Delaware creek, Texas, on or about the 10th day of 
March, 1876.” 

Specification 2 nd—‘ ‘In that the said Sergeant Charles Burns, of Co. H, 10th 
Cavalry, acted in an indecent and improper manner towards Trum¬ 
peter Silas Jones, of Co. H, 10th Cavalry, while said Jones was ly¬ 
ing on his bunk at night. This in the barracks of Co. H, 10th Cav¬ 
alry, at Fort Davis, on or about the 14th day of April, 1876.” 
Specification 3rd—“In that the said Sergeant Charles Burns, of Co. H, 10th 
Cavalry, went to the bunk of Trumpeter Silas Jones, Co. H, 10th 
Cavalry, and acted in an indecent and improper manner towards 
said Jones. This in the barracks of Co. H, 10th Cavalry, at Fort 
Davis, Texas, on or about the 9th day of April, 1876. ” 

To which charge and specifications the accused pleaded 1 ‘Not Guilty.” 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

O f the first and second specifications, “ Gl ' ilt y • ’ ’ 

Of the third specification, “Guilty, except the words ‘and acted in an 
indecent and improper manner towards said Jones,’and of the excepted 

•words, not guilty.” ' 

Of the charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Sergeant Charles Bums, Co. 
H, 10th Cavalry, “To be dishonorably discharged thcserviceof thellnited 
States, with the loss of all pay and allowances that are now dne or may be¬ 
come due, except the just dues of the laundress. ’ ’ 

The court is thus lenient on account of the previous good character of 
the accused, as testified to before the court. 

10. Private Richard Fishback, Co. K, 25th Infantry. 
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Charge — 1 ‘ Conduct prejudicial to good order and military discipline. ’ ’ 
Specification —‘ ‘That Private Richard Fishback, of Co. K, 25th Infantry, did 
P attempt to steal one saddle blanket, the property ot the United states, 
and for which First Lieutenant H. B. Quunby, R. Q. M., 25th In¬ 
fantry, Post Quartermaster, is accountable. This at Fort Davis, 
Texas, on or about the 19th day of April, 1876. 

To which charge and speciflcation the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ’’ 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: .. ,, 

Of the charge and specification, N ot Guilty. 

And the court does therefore acquit him, Private Richard Fishback , Co. 
K, 25th Infantry. _ 

IV. In the case of Sergeant Charles Burns, Co. H, 10th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings aud sentence are approved, and the sentence will be 
duly executed. 

In the case of Private Richard Fishback, Co. K, 25th Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and acquittal are approved. 

(Orders have already been issued for their release from confinement.) 

V. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Stoekton, 
Texas, on Thursday, March 16, 1876, pursuant to paragraph III, Special 
Orders No. 25, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated February 11, 
1876 San Antonio, Texas, of which Captain J. W. French, 25th In¬ 
fantry, is President, and First Lieutenant Andrew Geddes, 25th Infantry, 
Judge Advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

11. Sergeant Alfred Pinkston, Co. M, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge— 1 1 Violation of the 40th Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification — 1 ‘In that he, Sergeant Alfred Pinkston, Co. M, 10th Cavalry, 
having been regularly detailed and mounted as sergeant in chaige of 
the post guard, did, without permission from proper authoiity , or 
urgent necessity, quit his guard and visit a house in the adjoining 
settlement without the limits of the post, and there attend a dance 
and engage in dancing; and did remain so absent a portion of the 
ttae between the hour! of 11 o’clock r. m. March 30, and 2 o’clock 
A. m. , March 31, 1876. This at Fort Stoekton, Texas.” 

To which’charge and specification the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

■t, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 


The c< 


“Guilty.’ 


Of the charge aud specification. 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Sergeant Alfred Pinkston, Co. 
M 10th Cavalry, “To be reduced to the ranks as a private; to forfeit to 
the United States ten (10) dollars of his pay for three (3) months, and to be 
confined at hard labor in charge of the guard at the post where his company 
may be serving for the same period. ’ ’ 


VI. In the case of Sergeant Alfred Pinkston, Co. M, 10th Cavalry, the 
proceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be 
duly executed. 

By COMMAND OF BRIGADIER GENERAL CRD: 

J. H. TAYLOK, 

Official : Assistant Adjutant General. 


Aide-de-Camp. 




















To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded: 

To the first charge and its specification, ‘ ‘Not Guilty.’’ 

To the first specification, second charge, “Not Guilty. ’ ’ 

To the second specification, second charge, “Guilty. ” 

To the second charge, ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ’ ’ 

To the third and fourth charges and their specifications, ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ’ ’ 
Finding . 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the first charge and its specification, “Guilty.” 

Of the first specification, second charge “Guilty.” 

Of the second specification, second charge, confirm his plea but attach 
no criminality thereto. 

Of the second charge, “Guilty.” 

Of the third and fourth charges and their specifications, ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ” 
Sentence . 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Second Lieutenant William 
W. Shipman, 11th Infantry, “To forfeit to the United States one-half of 
his monthly pay for the period of six months, and to be reprimanded in 
General Orders by the reviewing authority. ’ ’ 


II. In the case of Second Lieutenant William W. Shipman, 11th Infantry, 
the proceedings and findings are approved. So much of the sentence as 
imposes a reprimand is disapproved, as the Commanding General holds 
that words are wasted on an officer, who, when officer of the day, as the 
evidence shows, deserted the scene of a dangerous fire in his own quarters 
when the flames broke out, leaving the building to burn and the whole post 
to catch fire, as far as he was concerned. It is bad enough, in all con¬ 
science, to neglect one’s duty in such a juncture through drunkenness, but 
worse still to do so without even that poor excuse. 

The remainder of the sentence, though entirely inadequate to the offence 
of which Lieutenant Shipman is iound guilty, is confirmed, in order that he 
may not entirely escape punishment, and will be duly executed. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 
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HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, Muy 22,1876. 
General Court Martial l 
Orders No. 15. $ 



Buchanan. This on or about the night of April 11, or early morn¬ 
ing of April 18, 1876, at Fort Concho, Texas.” 




















• Of the charge ami specificaiit 


“Guilty.” 


And the court does therefore seutence him, Private Tub;/ Powell, Co. K, 
25th Infantry, “To forfeit to the United States ten dollars ($10) per month 
of his pay for three (3) mouths, and to be confined at hard labor under 
charge of the guard for the same period. ” 

4. Private Owen J. Turner, Co. H, 25th Infantry. 

Charge —“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification —“In this, that he. Private Owen J. Turner, Co. H, 25th In¬ 
fantry, did create a disturbance in his company barracks, and did 
engage in a quarrel with Private Lemuel Simmons, Co. II, 25th In¬ 
fantry, and did place a cartridge in the chamber of his rifle and 
threaten and attempt to shoot the saiil Private Simmons, Co. H, 25th 
Infantry. This at Port Davis; Texas, on or about April 18, 1870. ’ ’ 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ’ ’ 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 

of the specification, “Guilty, except the words ‘and attempt, ’ and of 
the excepted words not guilty.” 

Of the charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Owen J. Turner, Co. 
II, 25th Infantry, “To be confined at hard labor under charge of the post 
guard for the period of three (3) months, and to forfeit ten dollars ($10) of 
his pay per month for the same period.” 

IV. In the cases of Privates Toby Powell, Co. E, and OwenJ. Turner, 
Co. H, 25th Infantry, the proceedings, findings and seutencesare approved, 
and the sentences will be duly executed. 


V. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Griftin, 
Texas, on Wednesday, May 3, 1876, pursuant to paragraph III, Special 
Orders No. 66, current series, Headquarters Department of Texas, of 
which Colonel W. H. Wood, 11th Infantry, is President, and Captain G. 
L. Choisy, lltli Infantry, Judge Advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

5. Corporal Walter Franklin, Co. E, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military disci- 

Specification—“In this, that he, Corporal Walter Franklin, Co. E, 10th Cav¬ 
alry. did enter the store of the post trader at Fort Griffin, Texas, ami 
; did feloniously take, steal and carry away one Smith & Wesson re¬ 
volver, Russian model, value twenty-two dollars ($.*2.00), more or 
less, the property of Wm. X. Hick, post trader, with intention of 
appropriating said revolver to his own use. This at Fort Griftin, 
Texas, on or about February 4, 1870. ’ ’ 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Not Guilty.” 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Corporal Walter Franklin, 
Co. E, 10th Cavalry, “To be dishonorably discharged from the service of 
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the United States, with forfeiture of all pay and allowances due or that 
may become due him, and to be confined in such military prison as the 
reviewing authority may designate for the period of one year.” 

6. Private Joseph S. Holliday, Co. A, 11th Infantry. 

Charge —‘‘ Violation of the :58th Article of War .’’ 

Specification —*‘In this, that he, Private Joseph .S'. Holliday, Co. A, 11th In¬ 
fantry , having been duly mounted as a member of the post guard, 
did become so much under the influence of intoxicating liquor as to 
be unfit to perform the duties of a soldier, properly. This at Fort 
Griffin, Texas, on the 31st day of March, 187(1.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ’’ 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charge and specification, ‘‘Not Guilty.” 

And the court does therefore acquit him, Private Joseph S. Holliday, Co. 
A, 11th Infantry. 

7. Private James Me Gough, Co. G, 11th Infantry. 

Charge— ‘ ‘ Conduct prejudicial to good orderand military discipl ine. ” 
Specification 1st—‘‘In this, that he, Private James McGough, Co. G, 11th In¬ 
fantry, did, without cause or provocation, attack with a razor, or 
Other sharp instrument, and therewith severely cut and wound, Pri¬ 
vate Bailey F. Fonville, Co. G, 11th Infantry. This at or near Fort 
Griffin, Texas, on or about the 14th day of April, 1876.” 

Specification 2nd —‘ ‘In this, that he, Private James McGough, Co. G, 11th 
Infantry, did become so much under the influence of intoxicating 
liquor as to be unable to perform, properly, the duties of a soldier. 
This at or near Fort Griffin, Texas, on or about April 14, 1876. ’ ’ 

To which charge and specifications the accused pleaded ‘ ‘ Not Guilty. ’ ’ 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 

Of the first specification, ‘‘Guilty.” 

<)f the second specification, * ‘Not Guilty. ’ ’ 

Of the charge, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private James McGough , Co. 
G, 11th Infantry, “To be confined at hard labor in post guard house where 
his company may be serving for three months, and to forfeit to the United 
States ten (10) dollars of his m mthlv pay for same period.” 

VI. In the case of Corporal Walter Franklin, Co. E, 10th Cavalry, the 
proceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will he 
duly executed. 

The military prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is designated as the 
place of confinement. 

In the case of Private Joseph S. Holliday, Co. A, 11th Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and acquittal are approved. 

(Ordtis have already been issued for his release from confinement). 

In the case of Private James McGough, Co. G, 11th Infantry, theproceed- 
ings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly 
executed. 

VII Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort MeKavett, 
Tex;v , on Monday, December 13, 1873, pursuant to paragraph III, Special 







Orders Nb\ ‘220,' and paragraph a, Special Orders X«. 233, Headquarters 
Department of Texas, dated, respectively, December 6 and 10, 1875, San 
Antonio, Texas, of which Major T. M. Anderson, 10th Infantry,, is Presi¬ 
dent, and Second Lieutenant Amjrbd Darke, loth Infantry, Judge Advo¬ 
cate, was arraigned and tried: 

8. Private William Mathias, Co. K, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge —“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military dis¬ 
cipline.” 

Specification 1st—“That Private William Mathias, IvCo., lOtli Cavalry, did, 
while on the sick report, leave bis quarters, without authorityror 
necessity, and did visit the town near Fort Mc.Kavett, Texas. This 
between guard mount and uoon on the 18th of April, 1876, at Fort 
McKavett, Texas.” 

Specification "2nd —' ‘That PriYate William Mathias, K Co., loth Cavalry, 
having received special instructions from Sergeant J. W. Robinson, 
(then Acting First Sergeant K Co., 10th Cavalry), at or about noon 
on the 18th of April, 1876, ‘not to leave his quarters again whilfe oti 
the sick report,’ did leave his quarters without authority or neces¬ 
sity. This at Fort McKavett, Texas, between noon and retreat, on 
or about the 18th of April, 1876. ’ ’ 

Specification 3rd —“That Private William Mathias, KCo., 10th Cavalry, 
did, in violation of post orders, visit the town near Fort McKavett, 
Teias, between guard mount and noon, and between noon and re¬ 
treat, on the 18th of April. 1876. This at Fort McKavett, Texas. ” - 

To which charge and specifications the licensed pleaded: 

To the first and third specifications, • 'Not Guilty. ’’ 


To the second specification, 

To the eliarge, 

The court, having maturely co 



Of the charge and specifications, 


“Guilty. 1 




And the court- does therefore sentence him, Private William Mathias, 
Co. K, loth Cavalry, “To be confipeij at hard labor under charge of the 
guard at the post where his‘Company’lniy be serving for the period of 
three (3) months, and to forfeit to the C sited States eight (8) dollars a 
month of his monthly pay for the same period.” 


Vlli. In the case of Private William Mathias, Co. K, 10th Cavalry, the 
proceedings, findings and sentence are approved. The sentence is reduced 
to read two months in place of “three (3) months,” and, as mitigated, will 
be duly executed. 


IX. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Stockton, 
Texas, on Thursday, March 16, 1876, pursuant to paragraph HI, Special 
Orders No. 25, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated February 11, 
1876, San Antonio, Texas, of which Captain J. IV. French, 25th In¬ 
fantry, is President, and First Lieutenant Andrew Geddes, 25th Infantry, 
Judge Advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

0. Private Robert Ballard, Co. M, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge I—“Drunkenness on duty.” 

Specification— “In this, that he, Private Robert Ballard, Co. M, 10th Cav¬ 
alry, after having been duly mounted as amember of the postguard, 
did become so much under the influence of intoxicating drink as to 
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be unable to properly perform his duty as a sentinel. This at Fort 
Stockton, Texas, March 27, 187(5.” 

Charge ll—“Neglect of ditty, to the prejudice of good order and mili¬ 
tary discipline.” 

Specification —‘‘In this, that he, Private Robert Ballard , Co. M, 10th Cav¬ 
alry , after having been duly mounted as a member of thepost guard 
and placed in charge of prisoner Richard Jones, while at work, did 
allow said prisoner to become drunk. This at Fort Stockton, Texas, 
March 27, 1876.” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded “ X ot Guilty.” 
Finding. 

The court., having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 

Of the charges and specifications, * “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Robert Ballard, Co. 
M, loth Cavalry, “To forfeit to the United States ten (10) dollars of his 
monthly pay for the period of six (6) months, and to be confined at hard 
labor in charge of the guard at the station where his company may be 
serving for the same period.” 

X. In the case of Private Robert Ballard, Co. M, 10th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be 
duly executed.. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 






CASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


1. Privati 

2. Sergea 

3. Priva" 

4. Priva 


AT FORT BROWN, TEXAS. 

Holden G. Adams.Company C, 8th Cavalry. 

itJames Andrews.Company C, 8th Cavalry. 

Henry Baker .Company D, 8th Cavalry. 

Ana-.ito Handle.Company D, 8th Cavalry. 


AT FORT CLARK, TEXAS. 

7. Private Peter Held.Company G, 10th Infantrv. 

8. Private William Arthur.Company H, 10th Infantry. 

.*}• E r ! vate M lc,uiel billon.Company H, 10th Infantry. 

10. Private James Curt. Company K, 10th Infantry. 

11. Private Charles Johnson..Company F, 24th Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, May 2,1876. 
General Court Martial ( 

Orders No. 14. $ 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Brown, 
Texas, on Thursday, March 16, 1876, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special 
Orders No. 25, paragraph IV, Special Orders No. 35, and paragraph I, 
Special Orders No. 58, current series, Headquarters Department of Texas, 
of which Major A. J. Alexander, 8th Cavalry, is President, and First 
Lieutenant H. W. Sprole, 8th Cavalry, Judge Advocate, were arraigned 
and tried: 

1. Private Holden G. Adams, Co. C, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Violation of the 39th Article of War.” 

Specification—“In this, that he, Private Holden G. Adams, Co. C, 8th Cav¬ 
alry, having been duly posted as a sentinel, did lie down and was 
found sleeping on his post. This at Fort Brown, Texas, on or about 
the 4th day of March, 1876. ” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Holden G. Adams, 
Co. C, 8th Cavalry, “To forfeit to the United States ten dollars per month 
of his pay for the period of four (4) months, and to be confined in the 
guard house at the post where his company may be serving for the same 
period, during which time, from the 1st to the 7th and from the loth to the 
21st, inclusive, of each month, to be kept in solitary confinement on bread 
and water diet. ’ ’ 

2. Sergeant James Andrews, Co. C, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I— “Drunkenness on guard, in violation of the 38th Article of 
War.” 


















Specification— “That he, Sergeant James Andrews, Co. C, 8th Cavalry, was 
drunk at afternoon stables and retreat roll-call of his company. 
This at Fort Brown, Texas, on or about the 11th day of December, 
1875.” 

Charge II—‘‘Violation of the 17th Article of War.” 

Specification— ‘‘That he, Sergeant James Andrews, Co. C, 8th Cavalry, did 
sell, or through neglect lose, the following named articles of ord¬ 
nance and ordnance stores and camp and garrison equipage, issued 
him for use In the military service, viz: one carbine sling, one car¬ 
bine swivel, one carbine screw driver, one thong and brush wiper, 
two canteens and straps, one cap pouch, one bridle, curb, (cavalry), 
one saddle blanket, one lariat, one surcingle, one pair of spurs and 
straps, one curry comb, one horse brush, one nose bag, one pair of 
linen saddle bags, one meat ration can, one side line, one picket pin, 
one girth, (cavalry), one halter and strap, one screw driver, (Colt’s 
pistol), one screw driver, (Remington), one bed sack, single, one 
mosquito bar and one shelter tent; total value of thirty-three dollars 
and eighty cents, ($33.80), more or less. This at Fort Brown, Texas, 
on or about the 11th of December, 1875.” 

Charge III—‘ ‘Violation of the 16th Article of War.” 

Specification— ‘‘That be. Sergeant James Andrews, CCo., 8th Cavalry, did 
sell, or wilfully or through neglect waste, the ammunition delivered 
out to him, viz: forty (40) carbine cartridges, calibre .45. This at 
Fort Brown, Texas, on or about the 11th day of December, 1875.” 

Charge IV—‘‘Violation of the 60th Article of War. ” 

Specification —‘ ‘That he, Sergeant James Andrews, CCo., 8th Cavalry, did 
take, steal anti carry away, and appropriate to his own use and ben¬ 
efit, the following named articles, property of the United States, for 
which Captain George W. Chilson, 8th Cavalry, was responsible, 
viz: one Springfield carbine, calibre .45, one Colt’s pistol, cal. .45, 
one pistol holster, one sabre-belt and plate, one cartridge box, (car¬ 
bine) , forty rounds of carbine cartridges, calibre .45, to the total 
value of one hundred and seven dollars and one cent, ($107.01), more 
or less. This at Fort Brown, Texas, on or about the 11 th day of De¬ 
cember, 1875.” 

Charge V—‘‘Desertion.” 

Specification —‘‘That he, Sergeant James Andrews, CCo., 8th Cavalry, a 
duly enlisted soldier in the service of the United States, did desert 
the said service, and did remain absent therefrom until arrested in 
the city of Brownsville, Texas, on or about the 30th day of Decem¬ 
ber, 1875. This at Fort Brown, Texas, on or about the 11th day of 
December, 1875.” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded: 

To the first, second, third and fourth charges and their specifications, 

‘‘Not Guilty.” 

To the fifth charge and its specification, ‘‘Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 

accused: 

'Of the charges and specifications, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Sergeant James Andrews, 

Co. C, 8th Cavalry, “To forfeit to the United States all pay and allowan¬ 
ces now due or that may become due to him; to be dishonorably discharged 





the service of the United States, and to he confined in such military prison 
as the proper authority may direct, for the period of three (3) years. ’ ’ 

3. Private Henry Baker, Co. D, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—‘ ‘ Violation of the 47th Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification— “In this, that he, Private Henry Baker, Co. D, 8th Cavalry, 
having been duly enlisted as a soldier in the service of the United 
States, did desert the same, and did remain a deserter until Februarv 
20, 1876, when he surrendered himself to the officer of the guard at 
Fort Brown, Texas. This at Fort Brown, Texas, on or about the 
13th day of February, 1876.” 

Charge II—‘‘Violation of the 60th Article of War.” 

Specification —“In this, that he, Private Henry Baker, Co. D, 8th Cavalry, 
did steal, take away and appropriate, or otherwise dispose of, to his 
own use and benefit, one (l) Springfield carbine, calibre .45, value 
$30.00, more or less, one (1) saddle, value $13.69, more or less, one 
(1) curb bridle, value $4.34, more or less, two (2) saddle blankets, 
value $8.00, more or less, all of which were the property of the United 
States, and for which Captain James F. Randlett, 8th Cavalry, is 
accountable. This at Fort Brown, Texas, on or about the 15th day 
ofFebruary, 1876.” 

Charge II—‘ ‘ Violation of the 62nd Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification 1st—“In this, that he, Private Henry Baker, Co. D, 8th Cav¬ 
alry, did steal, carry away, and appropriate to his own use and ben- 
lit one (1) hat, value $4.00, more or less, the property of Private 
Charles King, Co. D, 8th Cavalry. This at Fort Brown, Texas, on 
or about the 15th day ofFebruary, 1876.” 

Specification 2nd —“In this, that he, Private Henry Baker, Co. D, 8th Cav¬ 
alry, did steal, carry away, and appropriate to his own use, one (1) 
scouting belt, value $2.00, more or less, the property of Private Wil¬ 
liam W. Ormsby, Co. D, 8th Cavalry. This at Fort Brown, Texas, 
on or about the 15th day of February, 1876. ’ ’ 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charges and specifications, ‘ ‘Guilty. ’’ 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Henry Baker, Co. D, 
8th Cavalry, “To forfeit to the United States all pay and allowances now 
due or that may become due him; to be dishonorably discharged the ser¬ 
vice of the United States, and to be confined in such military prison as the 
proper authority may direct for the period of three (3) years.” 

4. Private August Handle, Co. D, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Violation of the 46th Article of War. ” 

Specification—“la this, that he. Private August Handle, Co. D, 8th Cavalry, 
having been duly mounted a member of the post guard and being a 
sentinel in charge of a prisoner, did quit his guard, and did remain 
absent from his guard during the remainder of his tour—twelve (12) 
hours, more or less. This at Fort Brown, Texas, on or about the 
18th day of March, 1876. ” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, ‘ ‘Guilty, ’’ 
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Sentence. 

Anil the court does therefore sentence him, Private August Handle, Co. 
I>, 8th Cavalry, “ To be confined at hard labor in charge of the guard for 
one (1) year, and to forfeit to the United States ten dollars ($10.00) per 
month of his pay for the same period.” 

5. Private Richard Bergath, Co. I, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—‘ ‘ Desertion. ’ ’ 

Specification— ‘‘In that Richard Bergath, private Co. I, 8th Cavalry, having 
been properly enlisted as a soldier in the army of the United States, 
did desert the same at or near Fort Brown, Texas, on or about the 
21st day of January, 1876, and remain absent until he surrendered 
himself at Jackson Barracks, La., on the 2nd of February, 1876. 
This at or near the places and on or about the dates above specified. ’ ’ 

Charge II—‘ ‘Violation of the 17th Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification —‘ ‘In that Richard Bergath, private Co. I, 8th Cavalry, did sell, 
or through neglect lose, the following articles of ordnance stores, 
the property of the United States, which had been issued to him as 
part of his equipment as a soldier: one (1) canteen and strap, value 
$0.38, one spurs and straps, value $0.60, twenty-four (24) revolver 
cartridges, calibre .43, value $1.44, and forty (40) carbine cartridges, 
calibre .45, value $2.40. Total value $4.82. This at or near Fort 
Brown, Texas, on or about the 21st day of January, 1876.” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ’’ 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the specification, first charge, ‘‘Guilty, except the word ‘desert,’ 
substituting therefor the words ‘without permission from proper authority 
absent himself from, ’ and of the excepted word not guilty.” 

Of the first charge, ‘‘Not guilty of desertion but guilty of ‘absence 
without leave.’ ” 

Of the second charge and its specification, ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Richard Bergath, Co. 
I, 8th Cavalry, ‘ ‘To be confined in charge of the guard, at hard labor, for 
three (3) months, and to forfeit to the United States ten dollars ($10) of his 
pay for four (4) months. ’ ’ 

6. Private L. B. Haskins, Co. H, 24th Infantry. 

Charge I—‘‘Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military disci- 

^Specification —*‘In this, that he, Private Lewis B. Haskins, Co. H, 24th In¬ 
fantry, did steal, take and carry away, from the knapsack of Private 
Alford Riddle, Co. C, 24th Infantry, one (1) great coat, the property 
of said Riddle, it having been issued to him as a part of his uniform, 
valued at six dollars and forty-four cents ($6.44), more or less, and 
hide the same under a box with intent to appropriate the same to his 
own use. This at Fort Brown, Texas, December 13, 1875. ’ ’ 

Charge II—‘‘Lying, to the prejudice of good order and military disci- 

Specdficalion —‘ ‘In this, that he, Private Lewis B. Haskins, Co. II, 24th In¬ 
fantry, having been asked by the first sergeant of his company, James 
Thomas, Co. H, 24th Infantry, (in the execution of his duty), if he 
(Haskins) put the great coat in question under the box, did reply that 
he knew nothing about it, or words to that effect, knowing the same 
to be false. This at Fort Brown, Texas, December 13, 1875.” 
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To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded “Not Guilty.” 
Ftxm.vo. 

aeIused° Ult ’ haV ‘ ngmatUreIy eonsidered tIle evidence adduced, finds the 
Of the charges and specifications, < ‘Not Guilty. ” 

H A 24th t Infa°ntry' l0eS therefore aC( l Hit him, Private Lewis B. Haskins, Co. 


H. In the case of Private Holden G. Adams, Co. C, 8th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved. The sentence is commuted 
to read “ l'o forfeit to the United States ten dollars per month of his pay 
for the same n per’iod rt ” t0 '* C conflned athard labor under charge of the guard 

In the case of Sergeant. James Andrews, Co. C, 8th Cavalry, the only evi¬ 
dence for the prosecution in the record, relating to the second, third and 
fourth charges and their respective specifications, is that given bv the com¬ 
pany clerk, who, after testifying to his own and the prisoner’s' identity, 
was asked if he was present when charges were drawn up against the pris¬ 
oner, to which he replied in the affirmative. The witness was next asked 
if he could state of his own knowledge on what authority the property 
claimed in the charges to have been lost was so stated, to which he re¬ 
plied • ‘on the company charge book. ’ ’ The next and only other question 
was “Do you know of a certainty that the alleged number of articles which 
the prisoner is claimed to have lost or disposed of in these charges agreed 
with the same number and kind of property, issued to him in the company, 
and which he had failed to account for at the time of his desertion?” to 
which the witness answered “I was informed at the time of his desertion, 
by the first sergeant of the company, that he had failed to turn this prop¬ 
erty in, and I so charged it in the company charge book.” 

The findings in question are disapproved, for the following reasons: 

1st. The last question is objectionably leading. 

2nd. There is nothing to show that the charges the witness saw drawn 
up, are the same as those appearing in the proceedings. 

3rd. Only secondary (oral) evidence of the contents of the company 
charge book was offered; the best evidence—the book itself—should have 
been produced; or, to have authorized the admission of this secondary 
evidence, the absence of the book should have been properly accounted for. 

4th. Even had the company charge book been produced, the alleged en¬ 
tries therein only tended to show that the prisoner was charged with 
the articles, not that he actually received them, unless, indeed, the book 
had contained his written receipts, the which is not intimated in the rec¬ 
ord. Without such receipts therein, the book in question was only a mem¬ 
orandum book, and additional evidence was, therefore, necessary to prove 
the facts set forth by the entries. 


5th. Admitting it to be proved that the prisoner had received the articles 
theiod'ore'^uionfpeteiit! 181 never t,,rDed them inis purely hearsay, and 
It may be remarked that the court was offered an opportunity to reverse 
its findings but declined to take advantage of it. 

The proceedings, and the findings to the remaining charges and specifi¬ 
cations are approved. The sentence is approved, but the term of confine- 
executed edUCe<110 °“ e year ’ and ’ aS mitisated > the sentence will be duly 
The military prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is designated as the 
place of confinement. The prisoner will, however, be held in confinement 
at Fort Brown, Texas, until further orders. 






Ill the case of Private Henry Biter, Co. D, 8th Cavalry, the proceedings, 
findings and sentence are approved. The period of confinement is reduced 
to two years. As mitigated, the sentence will be duly executed. 

The military prison at Port Leavenworth, Kansas, is designated as the 
place of confinement. The prisoner will, however, be held in confinement 
at Port Brown, Texas, until further orders. 

In the case of Private August Handle, Co. D, 8th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and senlence are approved. The sentence is reduced to read 
six months in place of “one (1) year,” and, as mitigated, will be duly 
executed. 

In the case of Private Richard Bergath, Co. I, 8th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings aud sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly 
executed. 

In the case of Private Lewis B. Haskins, Co. H, 24th Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and acquittal are approved. 

(Orders have already been issued for his release from confinement). 


III. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Clark, 
Texas, on Wednesday, March 1, 1876, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special 
Orders No. 33, and paragraph II, Special Orders No. 37, current series, 
Headquarters Department of Texas, of which Colonel J. I. Gregg, 8th 
Cavalry, is President, and First Lieutenant J. T. Kirkmax, 10th Infantry, 
judge Advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

7. Private Peter Held, Co. G, 10th Infantry. 

Charge— “ Violation of the 38th Article of War.” 

Specification —“In this, that he, Private Peter Held, Co. G, 10th Infantry, 
having been duly mounted as a member of the post guard, did be¬ 
come so drunk as to be unable to properly perform any military duty. 
This at Fort Clark, Texas, on the 16th day of March, 1876.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ’ ’ 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charge and specification, * ‘ Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Peter Held, Co. G, 
10th Infantry, “To forfeit ten (10) dollars per month of his monthly pay 
for three (3) months, and to be confined at hard labor in the post guard 
house for three (3) months.” 

8. Private William Arthur, Co. H, 10th Infantry. 

Charge I—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War. ” 

( Fire specifications aliening violation of this Article on March 15, April 3, 
September 13, 1873, and March 5 and 7, 1876). 

Charge II— “Violation of the 33rd Article of War.” 

Specification 1st—“In that he. Private William Arthur, Co. H, 10th Infantry, 
having been regularly detailed for duty with the post fatigue party, 
did, without permission from proper authority orothervalid reason,' 
fail to repair at the time fixed to the place appointed by his com¬ 
manding officer for the assembling of the said fatigue party. This 
at Fort Clark, Texas, on or about March 15, 1873. ’ ’ 

Specification 2nd —“In that he. Private William Arthur, Co. H, 10th Infan¬ 
try, having been regularly detailed for guard, did, without permis¬ 
sion from proper authority or other valid reason, lail to repair at the 
time fixed to the place appointed by his commanding officer for the 
assembling, of the post guard. This at Fort Clark, Texas, on or 
about March 8, 1876.” 






Charge III—“Violation of the 38th Article of War.” 

Specification 1st —“In that he, Private William Arthur, Co. H, 10th Infantry , 
having been regularly detailed for the post guard, did become so 
drunk as to be unable to mount guard. This at Fort Clark, Texas, 
on or about March 1, 1875. ’ ’ 

Specification 2nd—“In that he, Private William Arthur, Co. H, 10th Infan¬ 
try, was drunk at the target practice of his company. This at Fort 
Clark, Texas, on or about May 31, 1875.” 

Specification 3rd —“In that he, Private William Arthur, Co. H, 10th Infan¬ 
try, having been regularly detailed as supernumerary of the post 
guard and acting as such, did become drunk. This at Fort Clark, 
Texas, on or about March 7, 1876.” 

Charge IV—“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military dis¬ 
cipline.” 

(Thirteen specifications setting forth several acts of drunkenness on March 1, 
15, April 3, 6, May 31, June 14, Augusts, Septembers, November 11, 12, De¬ 
cember 25 and 26, 1875, and March 8, 1876). 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded: 

To the first, second and third charges and their specifications, ‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

To the specifications, fourth charge, ‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

To the fourth charge, “Not Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charges and specifications, ‘ ‘Guilty. ’’ 

Sentence . 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private William Arthur, Co. 
II, 10th Infantry, ‘ ‘To be dishonorably discharged the service, forfeiting 
all pay and allowances now due or that may become due him.” 

9. Private Michael Fallon, Co. H, 10th Infantry. 

Charge— “Violation of the 39th Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification —‘ ‘In this, that he, Private Michael Fallon, Co. H, 10th Infan¬ 
try, having been duly mounted as a member of the post guard and 
posted on post No. 2 by Sergeant Charles L. Hart, Co. G, 10th In¬ 
fantry, sergeant of the guard, at 7 o’clock p. m., did leave his post 
before he was regularly relieved, and did remain absent until about 
4 o’clock on the morning of March 17, 1876. This at Fort Clark, 
Texas, on the evening of March 16 and morning of March 17, 1876. ’ ’ 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, ‘ ‘Guilty.’’ 

Sentence . 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Michael Fallon, Co. 
H, 10th Infantry, “To forfeit ten (10) dollars per month of his monthly 
pay for four (4) months, and to be confined at hard labor in the post guard 
house for four (4) months.” 

10. Private James Curt, Co. K, 10th Infantry. 

Charge— “Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification —“In that he, Private James Curt, Co. K, 10th Infantry, hav¬ 
ing been duly mounted as a member of the post guard, and sent from 
the guard house in charge of two prisoners, by Sergeant Charles L. 
Hart, Co. G, 10th Infantry, sergeant of the guard, (he being in the 
performance of his duty), said Curt did allow the said two prisoners 





to get drunk; and did remain absent from the guard house with the 
two prisoners until brought in by a non-commissioned officer of the 
guard after retreat roll-call; he having been sent out in charge of 
the two prisoners at 1 o’clock p. m. This at Fort Clark, Texas, on 
the 10th day of March, 1876. ” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Not Guilty.’’ 
Finding . 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charge and specification, “Not Guilty. ” 

And the court does therefore acquit him, Private James Curl, Co. K, 10th 
Infantry. 

11. Private Charles Johnson, Co. F, 24th Infantry. 

Charge—* * Desertion. ’ ’ 

Specification —‘ ‘In this, that Private Charles Johnson, Co. E, 24th Infantry, 
a duly enlisted soldier in the service of the United States, did, on or 
about the 22nd day of June, 1874, at Fort McIntosh, Texas, desert 
from the service of the United States, and did remain absent until 
apprehended on or about February 1, 1876. ’’ 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Guilty.’’ 
Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, * ‘Guilty. ’' 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Charles Johnson, Co. 
F, 24th Infantry, “To be dishonorably discharged from the service of 
the United States, forfeiting all pay and allowances now due or that may 
become due him, and to be confined at hard labor at such military prison 
as the Department Commander may designate for two (2) years. ’ ’ 


IV. In the cases of Privates Peter Held, Co. G, William Arthur and Michael 
Fallon, Co. H, 10th Infantry, the proceedings, findings and sentences are 
approved, and the sentences will be duly executed. 

In the case of Private James Curt, Co. K, 10th Infantry, the proceedings, 
fihdings and acquittal are approved. 

(Orders have already been issued for his release from confinement). 

In the case of Private Charles Johnson, Co. F, 24th Infantry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and sentence are approved. In view of the unanimous rec¬ 
ommendation to mercy by the members of the court the sentence is com¬ 
muted to read ‘ ‘To forfeit to the United States all pay now due, and to be 
confined at bard labor under charge ot the guard for six months, and to 
forfeit twelve dollars of his monthly pay for six months,’’ and will be so 
executed. 


By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 


Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 






CASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT CONCHO, TEXAS. 


. Private Isaae Fry. 

!. Private Richard Harrison .. 
i. Private ISenjmnin Campbell 
l. Private William Scott. 


.Company F, 10th Cavalry. 
..Company 1, loth Cavalry. 
.Company L, loth Cavalry. 
.Company L, 10th Cavalry. 


AT FORT McKAVETT, TEXAS. 

5. Private Scott Bridgewater.Company K, 10th Cavalry. 

0. Private Scott Bridgewater.Company K, loth Cavalry. 

i. Corporal Samuel Mitchell.Company E, 10th Inlantry. 


AT RINGGOLD BARRACKS, TEXAS. 


8. Private James Howard_ 

9. Private William Marlow.. 

10. Private John Busteed . 

11. Sergeant Edward Tool. 

12. Private Marion W. Berrv.. 

13. Private Albert E. Biggers. 

It. Private Albert Terry. 


. Company A, 8th Cavalry. 
..Company E, 8th Cavalry. 
...Company G, 8th Cavalry. 
.. .Company G, 8th Cavalry. 
. .Company M, 8th Cavalry. 
• Company A, -4th Infantry. 
■ Company K, 2tth Infantry. 


AT FORT STOCKTON, TEXAS. 

15. Private Silas'Page.Company M, 10th Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, April 22, 1876. 
General Court Martial ( 

Orders No. 18. $ 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Concho, 
Texas, on Thursday, February 17, 1876, pursuant to paragraph II, Special 
Orders Nos. 25 and 51, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated, respect¬ 
ively, February 11 and March 23, 1876, Sau Antonio, T exas, of which Cap¬ 
tain F. E. Lacey, 10th Infantry, is President, and First Lieutenant S. It. 
Collao.vy, 10th Cavalry, Judge Advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Isaac Fry, Co. F, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Violation of the 17th Article of War. ’’ 

Specification—“In that Private Isaac Fry, Co. F, 10th Cavalry, did, by- 
neglect, lose one (1) Springfield carbine, the property of the United 
States, and which had been issued to him for use in service. This 
at Fort Concho, Texas, on or about the 15th day of February, 1876. ’» 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ’ ’ 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charge and specification, ‘ ‘Not Guilty. 1 * 

And the court does therefore acquit him. Private Isaac Fry, Co. F, 10th 
Cavalry. 
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2. Private Richard Harrison, Co. I, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge I—‘‘Violation of the 43th Article of War. ” 

• Specification—“lo this, that he, Private Richard Harrison, Co. I, 10th Cav¬ 
alry, having been regularly detailed and mounted as a private of the 
post guard, mounted at Fort Concho, Texas, on the 24th day of Feb¬ 
ruary, 1878, and duly posted as a sentinel on post No. 3, did leave 
s»i«l post without being regularly relieved. This at Fort Concho, 
Texas, between the hours of 11 e . M. and 1 A. M., on or about the 23th 

day of February, 1876.”. 

Charge II—‘ ‘Conduct prejudicial to good order and military discipline.” 
Specification —‘‘In this, that he, Private Richard Harrison, Co. I, 10th Cav¬ 
alry, a duly mounted private of the guard, mounted at Fort Concho, 
Texas, on the 2lth day of February, 1876, when ordered by the 
Sergeant of the guard (Sergeant Brown, Co. G, 10th Cavalry) to 
take off his belts, did attempt, by. force, to prevent the execution.of 
said order, he, Private Richard Harrison, Co. I, 10th Cavalry, load¬ 
ing his carbine, and attempting to raise it as if to tire at Sergeant 
Johnson, Co. I, 10th Cavalry, Sergeant Johnson being engaged in 
the execution of an order given him by the officer of the day. This 
at Fort Concho, Texas, on or about the 25th day of February, 1876.” 
To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Not Guilty.” 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the first charge and specification, “ Guilty. ’ ’ 

Of the second charge and specification, ‘‘Guilty, except the words 
‘loading his carbine, ’ and of the excepted words, not guilty. ’ ’ 

Of the second charge, ‘‘Not Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Richard Harrison, 
Co. I, 10th Cavalry, ‘‘To forfeit to the United States twelve ($12) dollars 
of his monthly pay for two (2) years, and to be confined at such place as 
the Department Commander may direct for the same period. ” 

3. Private Benjamin Campbell, Co. h, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge— ‘‘Sleeping on post, in violation of the 39th Article of War.” 
Specification— “In that he, Private Benjamin Campbell, Co. L, 10th Cavalry, 
being a duly posted sentinel over the hay stacks belonging to the 
quartermaster’s department, at Fort Concho, Texas, did go to 
sleep on said post. This at Fort Concho, Texas, on March 24th, 
1876.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 
Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, “ Guilty. ” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Benjamin Campbell, 
Co. L, 10th Cavalry, ‘‘To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States; to forfeit to the United States all his pay and allowances 
now due or to become due, and.to be confined in such place as the Depart¬ 
ment Commander may designate for one (1) year.” 

4. Private William Scott, Co. L, 10th Cavalry. 

. Charge I—‘‘Stealing and disposing of United States property, in viola¬ 
tion of the 60th Article of War. ” 





a 

Specification 1st —“In this, that he, Private William Scolt, Co. L, 10th Cav¬ 
alry, hospital attendant, did steal from the stable of Assistant Sur¬ 
geon W. F. Buchanan, U. s. Army, one sack of corn, mire or less, 
the property of the United States, issued for the use of Assistant 
Surgeon Buchanan’s horses, and did wrongfully dispose of, or sell, 
the saihe to a citizen named James \\ r . Walker. This at Fort Concho , 
Texas, on or about t he night of January 3, 1876.” 

Specification 2nd —“In this, that he. Private William Scott, Co. L, 10th 
Cavalry, hospital attendant, did steal from the stable of Assistant 
Surgeon Buchanan, U. S. Army, a quantity of corn, the property of 
the United States—amount unknown—and did dispose of the same 
by selling it to one Mike Caddie, a huckster. This at different times, 
between November 5, 1875, and January 5, 1876, and at Fort Concho, 
Texas.” 

Charge II—‘ ‘Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification let —“In this, that he, Private William Scott, Co. L, 10th Cav¬ 
alry, hospital attendant, did, unlawfully, enter the hospital ward 
during the night, and with felonious intent, and did then and there 
abstract, or steal, from about the bedding of John Thomas, hospital 
launderer, the sum of two ($2) dollars in United States currency, the 
property of said Thomas. This at Fort Concho, Texas, on or about 
January 11, 1876.” 

Specification 2nd—“In this, that he, Private William Scott, Co. L, 10th Cav¬ 
alry, hospital attendant, did enter the hospital ward, during the 
night, with felonious intent, and did then and there abstract, or 
steal, irom about the bedding of Private John H. Little, Co. G, 10th 
Cavalry, an attendant in post hospital, the sum of forty-eight ($48) 
dollars in United States currency, the property of the said Private 
Little. This at Fort Concho, Texas, oh or about Jauuary II, 1876.” 

Specification 3rd —“In this, that he, Private William Scott, Co. L, 10th Cav¬ 
alry, hospital attendant, did enter the hospital ward during the 
night, with felonious intent, and did then and there abstract, or 
steal, from about the bedding of Joseph Wright, Co. G, 10th Cav¬ 
alry, a patient in post hospital, the sum of ten ($10) dollars in 
United States currency, the property of the said Private Wright. 
This at Fort Concho, Texas, on or about January 11, 1876.” 

Charge III—“Conduct prejudicial to good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification 1st—“In this, that he, Private William Scott, Co. L, 10th Cav¬ 
alry, hospital attendant, did connive with one Charles Young, a 
colored citizen, to steal and dispose of two (2) blankets, the property 
of the United States Army Medical Department. This at Fort 
Concho, Texas, on or about November 12, 1875.” 

Specification 2nd —“In this, that he, Private William Scott, Co. L, 10th 
Cavalry, hospital attendant, did bring into post hospital a quantity 
of whisky, or other intoxicating liquor—about two gallons—and did 
give of it to hospital attendants and patients in hospital, all in direct 
violation of the order of the post surgeon. This at Fort Concho, 
Texas, on or about January 11, 1876.” 

Specification 3rd —“In this, that he, Private William Scott, Co. L, 10th Cav¬ 
alry, hospital attendant, did bring into post hospital whisky, or 
other intoxicating liquor—about two gallons—and did sell of it to 
attendants and patients in post hospital, all in direct violation of the 
order of the post surgeon. This at Fort Concho, Texas, on or about 
Jauuary 13, 1876.” 
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Specification ith—' ‘In this, that he, Private William Scott, Co. L, 10th Cav¬ 
alry, hospital attendant, did bring whisky, or other intoxicating 
liquor, into post hospital, stating to attendants and patients that 
post surgeon had given him permission to do so, knowing this state¬ 
ment to be false, and subversive of military discipline. This at 
Fort Concho, Texas, on or about January 11, 1876.” 

Specification 5/A—“In this, that he. Private William Scott, Co. L, 10th Cav¬ 
alry, hospital attendant, having in his possession a quantity of 
melons, did state to post surgeon that a huckster, Mike Caddie, had 
given them to him to sell for him, knowing this statement to he false, 
and made with a view to deceive his superior officer, Dr. Buchanan, 
and knowing that the melons were given him by the said Mike 
Caddie in exchange for corn which he, Private Scott, had stolen 
from the stable of Dr. Buchanan, U. S. Army, said corn being the 
property of the United States, and issued for the use of horses be¬ 
longing to Dr. Buchanan, U. S. Army. This at Fort Concho, Texas, 
on or about October 15, 1875.” 

Specification Gth —‘‘In this, that he, Private William Scott, Co. L, 10th Cav¬ 
alry, hospital attendant, when search was being made for one 
Charles Young, a colored citizen, who, it was alleged, had broken 
into and stolen from hospital laundry, did state to Deputy Sheriff C. 
C. Little, that said Charles Young had just a little while before gone 
up in rear of officers quarters, in the direction of post trader’s, 
knowing this statement to be false, and made with a view to keep 
the pursuing party off the track of said Charles Young. This at Fort 
Concho, Texas, on or about February 8, 1876.” 


Additional Charge—” Conduct prejudicial to good order and military 
discipline, in violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Specification —In this, that he, Private William Scott, Co. L, 10th Cavalry,, 
having been confined in the post guard house, under charges in 
which John Thomas, hospital lanuderer, was an important witness, 
did write, or cause to he written, and did send, or cause to be sent, 
to the said John Thomas, a threatening note, said note being subver¬ 
sive of military discipline, and intended to intimidate said witness 
and prevent the administration of justice, and being in words and 
figures as follows: 

‘FOltT CONCHO 

t You are the In- 

■UVKIUV.W'—V .oat 

5 tried You Better I 

From One Of Scoot freinds 
take this in Your Head or else 
it will be A nock .in Your Head’ 

And addressed on the back: 

‘Tomas Hospital 

Laundress’ 

This at Fort Concho, Texas, on or about the 10th of February, 1876.” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ’’ 
Finding. 


The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 

' of the first specification, first charge, “Guilty, except the words ‘or 
sell, ’ and of the excepted words not guilty. ” 
of the second specification, first charge, “Not Guilty.” 

Of the first charge, “Guilty.” 





(Before the close of the prosecution the Judge Advocate entered a m 
proseq li to the second and third specifications, second charge). 

Of the lirst specification, second charge “Not Guilty. ’ 

of the first specification, third charge, “Xot Guilty. ’ 

Of the second specification, third charge, “Guilty, except the wo 
‘about two (2) gallons,’ and of the excepted words, not guilty.” 

Of the third specification, third charge, ‘ ‘Xot Guilty. ’ 

Of tlie fourth specification, third charge, “Guilty.’ 

Of the fifth specification, third charge, “Xot Guilty.’ 

Of the sixth specification, third charge, “Xot Guilty. ’ 

Ot the third charge, “Guilty.’ 

Of the specification, additional charge, “Guilty, except the words ‘< 
write, or cause to he written,’ and of the excepted words, not guilty.” 
Of the additional charge, “Guilty.’ 

. Sentence. 


And the court does therefore sentence him, Private William Scott, Co. 
L, 10th Cavalry, “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, with forfeiture of all pay and allowances now due or that may be¬ 
come due him, and to be confined at such place as the Department Com¬ 
mander may direct for two (2) years.” 


If. In the case of Private Isaac Fry, Co. F, 10th Cavalry, the proceedings, 
findings and aquittal are approved. 

(Ordeis have already been issued for his release from confinement). 

In the case of Private Benjamin Campbell, Co. L, 10th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved. The period of confinement 
is reduced to six (0) months. As mitigated, the sentence will he duly 
executed. The post of Fort Concho is designated as the place of contine- 

In the case of Private Richard Harrison, Co. I, 10th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings are approved. The findings to the first charge and specification are 
disapproved, as the character ofthe testimony relating thereto is sufficient 
to create a doubt of the prisoner’s guilt. The evidence in support of the 
specification to the second charge is insufficient to show that the prisoner 
resisted the order to take his belts off, though it shows he disobeyed a part 
of the order, not set forth in the specification, requiring him to turn his 
belts over to Sergeant Johnson, and offered violence to the latter as found 
by the court. The evidence also fails to show that Sergeant Johnson was 
in the execution of an order given him by the officer of the day, though it 
does appear that he was carrying out the instructions of the senior non¬ 
commissioned officer of the guard. Subject to these remarks, the findings 
to the second charge and its specification are approved. 

The term lor which the prisoner has been sentenced to confinement, and 
forfeiture of pay, is reduced to one year, the confinement to he undergone 
at the post where the prisoner’s company may be serving, and, as miti¬ 
gated, the sentence will be duly executed. 

in the case of Private William Scott, Co. L, 10th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings, generally, are approved. The findings to the first charge and its 
specifications, to the second charge and its first specification, and to the 
third charge and its specifications, are approved. The findings to the ad¬ 
ditional charge and its specification are disapproved. What would seem 
to be the threatening letter, the sending of which was the gist of theoflenee, 
came loose in the same envelope with the proceedings, but the record 
altogether neglects to show it to be the same letter, or that it, or any 
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letter, was read to the court. The letter, after having been identified, 
should h ive been vead and exhibited to the court, and made a part of the 
record, duly marked and appended. 

The sentence is approved, but the term of confinement is reduced to one 

The military prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is designated as the 
place of confinement. The prisoner will, however, be held in confinement 
at Fort Concho, Texas, until further orders. 


III. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort McKavett, 
Texas, on Monday, December 13, 1875, pursuant to paragraph III, Special 
Orders Xo. 220, and paragraph I, Special Orders No. 233, Headqnarters 
Department of Texas, dated, respectively, December 6 and 10, 1875, San 
Antonio, Texas, of which Major T. M. Anderson, 10th Infantry, is Presi¬ 
dent, and Second Lieutenant Alured Larke, 10th Infantry, Judge Advo¬ 
cate, were arraigned and tried: 

5. Private Scott Bridgewater, Co. K, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Theft, to the prejudice of good order and mtlitary disci¬ 
pline, in violation of the 62nd Article of War. ” 

Specification 1st —“In this, that Private Scott Bridgewater, Co. K, 10th Cav¬ 
alry, did steal from Mrs. Maria Robinson, a laundress of Co. K, 
10th Cavalry, about four (4) pounds ofsug ir, more or less, the same 
being a part of the rations issued to, and the property of, Sergeant 
Daniel Johnson and his wife, a laundress, both of Co. It, 10th Cav¬ 
alry, by the United States Subsistence Department, for the month of 
February, 1876. This at Fort McKavett, Texas, on or about the 1st 
day of February, 1876.” 

Specification 2nd —“In this, that Private Scott Bridgewater, Co. K, 10th Cav¬ 
alry, did steal from Mrs. Maria Robinson, alanndress of Co. K, 10th 
Cavalry, two (2) bread orders, for ten (10) rations each; also, two 
(2) beef orders, one for seventy-two and one-half (724) pounds, more 
or less, the other lor fifty (50) pounds, more or less; also, one pair of 
kid gloves, the property of the said Mrs. Maria Robinson; the afore¬ 
said beef and bread orders having been issued to Sergeant Daniel John¬ 
son, Co. K, 10th Cavalry, and his wife Maggie Johnson, a laundress 
of Co. K, 10th Cavalry, and to Sergeant John W. Robinson, Co. K, 
10th Cavalry, and to his wife Maria Robinson, a laundress of Co. 
K, 10th Cavalry, by the United States Subsistence Department, for 
the month of February 1876. ’ ’ 

Charge II—“Conduct prejudicial to good order and military discipline, 
in violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Specification— ‘ ‘ In this, that Private Scott Bridgewater, Co. K, 10th Cavalry, 
having been detected at theft by Sergeant John W. Robinson, Co. 
K, 10th Cavalry, did attempt to bribe the said Sergeant Robinson, 
by ofl'ering to pay him from five ($5) to fifteen ($15) dollars, more or 
less, if he, the said Sergeant John W. Robinson, would not report 
him to Lieutenant R. G. Smither, 10th Cavalry, who was temporari¬ 
ly in command of the company. This at Fort McKavett, Texas, on 
or about the 1st day of February, 1876.” 

Charge III—“Disobedience of orders, in violation of the 21st Article of 
War.” 

Specification—“In this, that Private Scott Bridgewater, Co. K, 10th Cavalry, 
having been ordered by Lieutenant R. G. Smither, 10th Cavalry, he 
being in the execution of his office, to go to his quarters and remain 






there until he, Lieutenant Smither, should visit the quarters for the 
purpose of investigating certain charges made against the said 
Private Bridgewater, did fail to obey the said order, and did leave the 
said quarters, and remaiu away until arrested and brought back by 
Sergeant John VV. Robinson, Co. K, 10th Cavalry. This at Fort Mc- 
Kavett, Texas, on or about the 1st day of February, 1870.” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded ' ‘ Not Guilty. ’ ’ 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, llnds the 

Of the first specification, first charge, * ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Of the second specification, first charge, ‘‘Not Guilty.” 

Of the first charge, “Guilty.” 

Of the remaining charges and specifications, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Scott Bridgewater, 
Co. K, 10th Cavalry, “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, with loss of all pay and allowances now due or that may 
become due him, and to be confined at hard labor at such military prison 
as the reviewing authority may direct for the period of six (0) mouths.” 

6. Private Scott Bridgewater, Go. K, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline, in violation of the Bind Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification —“In this, that Private Scott Bridgewater, Co. K, 10th Cavalry, 
did steal, carry away, and appropriate to his own use and benefit, 
one (1) woolen shirt, valued at five ($5) dollars, the property of 
Captain E. G. Bush, 10th Infantry. This at Fort McKavett, Texas, 
on or about the 4th day of December, 1875.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Not Guilty. ’ ’ 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charge and specification, “Guilty'.” 

Sentence . 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Scott Bridgewater, 
Co. K, 10th Cavalry, “To be dishonorably discharged, with loss of all 
pay and allowances, and to be confined at hard labor for the period of six 
months at. such military prison as the reviewing authority may direct.” 

7. Corporal Samuel Mitchell, Co. E, 10th Infantry. 

Charge— “Violation of the62nd Article of War.” 

Specification 1st—“In this, that Corporal Samuel Mitchell, Co. E, 10th Infan¬ 
try, did enter the squad-room of his company—while under the 
influence of intoxicating liquor—and did create a disturbance there¬ 
in, by breaking a bench, and throwing portions of the same about 
the room, and, when ordered by First Sergeant Major Irving, Co. E, 
10th Infantry'—said sergeant being in the execution of his duty— 
to desist from such disorderly conduct, and to keep quiet, did fail to 
obey said order, and did, immediately thereafter, break two other 
benches in said squad-room, and throw parts of the same about tile 
room. This at Fort McKavett, Texas, between the hours of 12 M. 
and 1 o’clock r. M., on the 18th day- of March, 1876. ” 

Specification '2nd —“In this, that Corporal Samuel Mitchell, Co. E, 16th Infan¬ 
try, having been ordered by First Sergeant Major Irving, Co. E, 10th 
Infantry, to confine himself to his quarters, with the privilege of 
visiting the company mess-room and rear, and to go no where else, 





by order of the company commander, or words to that effect, did, 
notwithstanding said order, visit the saloon of the post trader. This 
at Fort McKaveft, Texas, between the hours of land 3 o’clock r. m., 
on the 18th day of March, 1876.” 

To which charge and specifications the accused pleaded • ‘Not Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charge and specifications, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Corporal Samuel Mitchell , Co. 
K, 10th Infantry, ‘ ‘To he reduced to the ranks and confined at hard labor 
for three months at the post of his company, forfeiting to the United 
States ten (10) dollars per month of his monthly pay for the same period.” 


IV. The proceedings, findings and sentence in the first of the foregoing 
cases of Private Scott Bridgewater, Co. K, 10th Cavalry, are approved, 
and will he duly executed. 

In the case of the second trial the proceedings are approved. The find¬ 
ings and sentence are disapproved, there being a doubt in the mind of the 
reviewing authority as to the conclnsiveness of the evidence, the benefit of 
which is given the prisoner. The prisoner will he set at liberty at the ex* 
piration of the sentence awarded by the court in the first trial. 

In the case of Corporal Samuel Mitchell , Co. E, 10th Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings and findings are approved. The sentence is reduced to read: 
“To be reduced to the ranks, ” and, as mitigated, will be duly executed. 
The prisoner will be released from confinement and returned to duty as a 
private soldier. 

V. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Ringgold Bar¬ 
racks, Texas, on Thursday, March 16, 1876, pursuant to paragraph IV, 
Special Orders No. 26, and paragraph I, Special Orders No. 41; para¬ 
graph VI, Special Orders No. 54, and paragraph VII, Special Orders No. 
51, current series, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated, respectively, 
February 12, March 8 and 27, 1876, San Antonio, Texas, of which Cap¬ 
tain S. B. M. Young, 8 th Cavalry, is President, and Second Lieutenants 
Henuy Wygant, and W. H. W. James, 24th Infantry, Judge Advocates, 
were arraigned and tried: 

8. Private James Howard, Co. A, 8th Cavalry. 

Chabge— “Violation of the 38th Article of War.” 

Specification —“In that Private James Howard, Co. A, 8th Cavalry, a duly 
mounted member of the post guard, was found so much under the 
influence of intoxicating liquor as to be unable to perform the duties 
of a sentinel. This at Ringgold Barracks, Texas, on the 22nd day of 
March, 1876.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Not Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private James Howard, Co. 
A, 8th Cavalry, “To forfeit to the United States ten ($10) dollars per 
month of his monthly pay for four (4) months, and to be confined at hard 








labor in charge of the guard at the post where his company may he serv¬ 
ing for the same period. ’ ’ 

9. Private William Marlow, Co. E, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Violation of the 39th Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification— 1 ‘Inthis, that he, Private William.Marlow , Co. E, 8th Cavalry, 
having been duly mounted as a member of the post guard at King- 
gold Barracks, Texas, and having been duly posted as a sentiuei 
over the quartermaster’s store house, was found asleep. This at 
Ringgold Barracks, Texas, on or about the 21st day of March, 1876. ’ ’ 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Not Guilty.’’ 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charge and specification, ‘ ‘Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private William Marlow, 
Co. E, 8th Cavalry, “To forfeit to the United States ten dollars per month 
of his monthly pay for six (6) months, and to be confined at hard labor in 
charge of the guard at the post where his company may be stationed for 
same period. ’ ’ 

10. Private John Busteed, Co. G, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—“Absence without leave.” 

Specification —“In that he, Private John Busteed, Co. G, 8th Cavalry, did, 
without permission from proper authority, absent himself from his 
company and quarters between tattoo roll-call March 20, 1876, and 
about 3 o’clock p. m., March 21, 1876. This at or near Ringgold 
Barracks, Texas, on or about the dates above specified. ’ ’ 

Charge II—“Violation of the 33rd Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification— “In that he, Private John Busteed, Co. G, 8th Cavalry, hav¬ 
ing been duly detailed for guard, did fail to repair to the place ap¬ 
pointed for guard mounting by the commanding officer. This at or 
near Ringgold Barracks, Texas, on or about March 21, 1876. ” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 
Finding . 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charges and specifications, “Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private John Bvsteed, Co. G, 
8th Cavalry, “To forfeit to the United States ten ($10.00) dollars of his 
monthly pay for two months, and to be confined at hard labor in charge 
of the guard at the post where his company may be serving for the same 
period.” 

11. Sergeant Henry Tool, Co. G, 8th Cavalry. 

Change I—‘‘Absence without leave.” 

Specification —In that he. Sergeant Edward Tool, Co. G, 8th Cavalry, did, 
without permission from proper authority, absent himself from his 
company and quarters between tattoo roll-call March 20, 1876, and 
reveille roll-call March 22, 1876. This at or near Ringgold Barracks, 
Texas, on or about the dates above specified.” 

Charge II—* ‘Violation of the 33rd Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification —“In that he. Sergeant Edward Tool, Co. G, 8th Cavalry, hav¬ 
ing been duly detailed for guard, did fail to repair to the place ap¬ 
pointed for guard mount by the commanding officer. This at or 
near Ringgold Barracks, Texas, on or about the 21st day of March. 
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Charge III—‘ ‘ Disobedience of orders. ’ ’ 

Specification —‘ ‘In that he, Sergeant E hoard Tool, Co. G, 8th Cavalry, hav¬ 
ing applied to his company commander (Captain E. G. Fechet) for 
permission to be absent from the post, did, after such permission 
was refused and the order given to him by Captain E. G. Fechet, 8th 
Cavalry, not to leave the garrison, absent himself therefrom. This 
at or near Ringgold Barracks, Texas, on or about March 20, 1876.” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded ‘ * Guilty. ” 

Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the chirges and specifications, “Guilty.” 

Sentence . 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Sergeant Edward Tool, Co. 
G, 8th Cavalry, “To be reduced to the grade of a private soldier, and to 
forfeit to the United States ten ($10.00) dollars of his monthly pay for three 
months.” 

12. Private Marion W. Berry, Co. M, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Leaving his guard, in violation of the 40th Article of War.” 
Specification —“In that he. Private Marion W. Berry, Co. M, 8th Cavalry, 
having been duly mounted as a member of the stable guard of Co. 
M, 8th Cavalry, and on duty as such, did, without being regularly 
relieved and without permission from proper authority, absent him¬ 
self from said guard from about 3 o’clock A. m. , on the 22nd day of 
March, 1876, until about 7 o’clock A. m., on the 22nd day of March, 
1876. This at Ringgold Barracks, Texas, on or about the dates above 
specified.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him. Private Marion W. Berry, 
Co. M, 8th Cavalry, “To forfeit to the United States ten ($10.00) dollars 
of his monthly pay for six (6) months, and to be confined at hard labor in 
the post guard house for the same period. ’ ’ 

13. Private Albert E. Biggers, Co. A, 24th Infantry. 

Charge— “Violation of the 39th Article of War.” 

Specification —“In this, that Private Albert E. Biggers, Co. A, 24th Infantry, 
having been duly mounted as a member of the post guard at Fort 
McIntosh, Texas, and having been duly posted as a sentinel over the 
corral and hay yard of quartermaster’s department, was found asleep 
on his post. This at Fort McIntosh, Texas, on the night of January 
31, 1876, between the hours of 12, midnight, and 1 o’clock a. m., on 
the morning of February 1, 1876. ” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Albert E. Biggers, 
Co. A, 24th Infantry, ‘ ‘To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States with loss of all pay and allowances.” 

14. Private Albert Terry, Co. K. 24th Infantry. 

Charge I—“Lying, to the prejudice of good order and military disci- 
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Specification—“In this, that he, Private Albert Terry, Co. K, 24th Infantry, 
did take one (1J Government blanket belonging to Sergeant Alfor'l 
Brown, Co. K, 24th Infantry, from the quarters of Co. If, 24th In¬ 
fantry, telling the room orderly (Private John Brown) that he (Terry) 
had permission from Sergeant Brown to take said blanket, knowing 
at the time this to be false. This at Ringgold Barracks, Texas, Feb¬ 
ruary 27, 1876.” 

^Charge II—‘‘Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military disci- 

Specification 1st—' ‘In this, that he, Private Albert Terry, Co. K, 24th Infan¬ 
try, did take one (1) Government blanket belonging to Sergeant Al- 
fort Brown, Co. K, 24th Infantry, from the quarters of Co. K, 24th 
Infantry, and dispose of the same, while on detached service, 'with¬ 
out authority from the owner thereof. This while on detached ser¬ 
vice to Fort McIntosh, Texas, between the dates of February 27 and 
March 14, 1876.” 

Specification -2nd —“In this, that he, Private Albert Terry, Co. K, 24th In¬ 
fantry, did feloniously steal one (1) silver watch belonging to Private 
Squire Williams, Co. K, 24th Infantry, and did dispose of the same 
to one Joseph Walters, clerk, Rio Grande City, Texas, receiving 
the sum of live ($5.00) dollars, more or less, which he (Terry; appro¬ 
priated to his own benefit. This at or near Ringgold Barracks. 
Texas, on or about the 14th day of March, 1876. ’ ’ 

Charge III—‘‘Violation of the 38th Article of War.” 

Specification —‘‘In this, that he, Private Albert Terry, Co. K, 24thInfantry, 
did, without permission from proper authority, fail to attend target 
practice with his company. This at or near Ringgold Barracks, 
Texas, on or about the 14th day of March, 1876.” 

To which charges and speeitications the accused pleaded: 

To the first and second charges and their specifications, ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ’’ 

To the specification, third charge, ‘‘Guilty.” 

To the third charge, ‘‘Not Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the first and second charges and their specifications, ‘‘Guilty.” 

Of the specification, third charge, ‘‘Guilty.” 

Of the third charge, ‘‘Not guilty, but guilty of‘violation of the 33rd 
Article of War.’ ” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Albert Terry, Co. K, 
24th Infantry, ‘‘To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
Stales, with loss of all pay and allowances now due and that may become 
due, and to be confined at hard labor in such military prison as the De¬ 
partment Commander may direct for the period of six (6) months. ” 


VI. In the cases of Privates James Howard, Co. A, William Marlon-, Co. 
E, and Sergeant Edward Tool, Co. G, 8th Cavalry, the proceedings, find¬ 
ings and sentences are approved,and the sentences will be duly executed. 
Sergeant Tool will be released from arrest and returned to duty as a pri¬ 
vate soldier. 

In the case of Private Albert Terry, Co. K, 24th Infantry, so much of the 
proceedings and findings as relate to the first and second charges and speci¬ 
fications thereunder, are approved. The proceedings on, and findings to, the 
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third charge and specification are disapproved. The sentence is approved 
and will be executed at the post where he is now in confinement. 

In the case of Private Albert E. Biggers, Co. A, 24th Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings and findings are approved. Althongh the General Commanding 
does not approve, generally, of sentences of dishonorable discharge with 
forfeiture of pay without further punishment, nevertheless, as it is im¬ 
possible to reconvene the conrt for reconsideration, the sentence is ap¬ 
proved, in this instance, and will be duly executed. 

In the case of P ‘irate Marion TV. Berrg, Co. M, 8th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings and findings are approved. The sentence is reduced to read two months 
in place of “six (B) months,” and, as mitigated, will be duly executed. 

In the case of Private John Busteed, Co. G, 8th Cavalry, the proceedings 
and findings are approved. The sentence is reduced to read one month in 
place of “two months,” and, as mitigated, will be duly executed. 


VII. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Stockton, 
Texas, on Thursday, March 16, 1876, pursuant to paragraph III, Special 
Orders No. 25, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated February 11, 
1876, San Antonio, Texas, of which Captain J. W. French, 25th In¬ 
fantry, is President, and First Lieutenant Andrew Geddes, 25th Infantry, 
Judge Advocate, was arraigned and tried. 

15. Private Silas Page, Co. M, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge I—“Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification lsf—“In this, that Private Silas Page, Co. M, 10th Cavalry, 
did go to the quarters of Corporal Plato Coates, Co. A, 25th Infantry, 
(said quarters being at the time occupied by Corporal Coates and his 
wife, a laundress of Co. A, 25 th Infantry), and did break open the 
door of said quarters forcibly and without any cause or provocation 
whatever. This at Fort Stockton, Texas, about 9 o’clock p. m., 
(after taps), March 6, 1878.” 

Specification '2nd —‘ ‘In this, that Private Silas Page, Co. M, 10th Cavalry, 
having been ordered to halt three different times by the sentinel on 
beat No. 3, (Private Thomas Johnson, Co. M, 10th Cavalry), did not 
halt but ran off, calling back to the sentinel to ‘kiss my rear, ’ or ( 
words to that effect. This at Fort Stockton, Texas, about half past 
nine o’clock P. M., (after taps) , March 6, 1876.” 

Charge II—“Absence without leave.” 

Specification —‘ ‘In this, that Private Silas Page, Co. M, 10th Cavalry, was 
absent from his quarters, without any permission whatever, after 
taps and betweeu the hours of half past eight and half past nine 
o’clockp. it., March6, 1876. This at Fort Stockton, Texas.” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded: 

To the first charge and its specifications, “Not Guilty.” 

To the second charge and its specification, “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: () 

Of the charges and specifications, ‘ ‘ Guilty. 

Sentence . 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Silas Page, Co. M, 
10th Cavalry, “To forfeit to the United States all pay and allowances now 
due or that may become due him; to be dishonorably discharged the ser¬ 
vice of the United States, and to be confined at hard labor at such place 
as the Commanding General may direct for the period of six (6) months.” 
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VIII. In the case of Private Silas Page, Co. M, 10th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be 
duly executed. The Post of Fort Stockton, Texas, is designated as the 
place of confinement. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


A ide-de-Ca inp. 












CASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT CONCHO, TEXAS. 

X. Private William Niles.Company A, 10th Cavalry. 


AT FORT DAVIS, TEXAS. 

2. Private Charles Jefferson.Company H, 10th Cavalry. 


AT RINGGOLD BARRACKS, TEXAS. 

3. Private John T. Marshall.Company M, 8th Cavalry. 

HEADQUARTERS BEpXrTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, April 3, 1876. 
General Court Martial I 
Orders No. 13. £ 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Concho, 
Texas, on Thursday, February 17, 1876, pursuant to paragraph II, Special 
Orders Nos. 25 and 51, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated, respect¬ 
ively, February 11 and March 23, 1876, San Antonio, Texas, of which Cap¬ 
tain F. E. Lacey, 10th Infantry, is President, and First Lieutenant S. R. 
Colladay, 10th Cavalry, Judge Advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

1. Private William Niles, Co. A, 10th Cavalry. 

Cir akce—‘ ‘ Violation of the 39th Article of W ar. ’ ’ 

Specification —“That he, Private William Niles, Co. A, 10th Cavalry, hav¬ 
ing been mounted as a member of the post gnard and duly posted as 
a sentinel onpostNo. 2, (company and quartermaster’s corrals), did, 
without authority or being property relieved, quit his post. This at 
Fort Concho, Texas, between the hours of 10 and 12 o’clock p . m. , 
February 23, 1876.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded ‘‘Not Guilty.” 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charge and specification, ‘‘Guilty.” 

SENTEXOE. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private William Niles, Co. 
A, 10th Cavalry, ‘‘To forfeit ten dollars of his monthly pay for eight (8) 
months, and to be confined at hard labor under guard for the same period 
at the post where his company may be serving. ’ ’ 


II, In the case of Private William Niles, Co. A, 10 th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved. The sentence is mitigated 
to read four months in the place of ‘‘eight months,” and, as mitigated, 
will be duly executed. 













HE. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Davis, 
Texas, on Monday, October 25, 1875, pursuant to paragraph III, Special 
Orders No. 193, series of 1875, and paragraph I, Special Orders No. 17, 
current series, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated, respectively, 
October 9, 1875, and January 28, 1876, San Antonio, Texas, of which Col¬ 
onel G. L. Andrews, 25th Infantry, is President, and Second Lieutenant 
Harry Reade, 25th Infantry, Judge Advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

2. Private Charles Jefferson, Co. H, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Violation of the 17th Article of War. ” 

Specification —“In this, that Private Charles Jefferson, of Co. H, 10th Cav¬ 
alry, did, through neglect, lose one (1) Schofield, Smith & Wesson 
revolver, the property of the United States, Tor which Captain L. H. 
Carpenter, 10th Cavalry, is responsible, the said revolver having 
been issued to him, the said Private Charles Jefferson. This at or near 
Fort Quitman, Texas, on or about the 25th day of October, 1875.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Not Guilty.” 

F.inding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

■ Of the charge and specification, “Not Guilty. ” 

And the court does therefore acquit him, Private Charles Jefferson, Co. II, 
10th Cavalry.” 

IV. In the case of Private Charles Jefferson, Co. H, 10th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and acquittal are approved. 

(Orders have already been issued for his release from confinement). 


V. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Ringgold Bar¬ 
racks, Texas, on Wednesday, February 23, 1876, pursuant to paragraph 
IV, Special Orders No. 26, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated 
February 12, 1876, San Antonio, Texas, of which Captain S. B. M. Young, 
8th Cavalry, is President, and Second Lieutenant Henry Wygant, 24th In¬ 
fantry, Judge Advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

3. Private John F. Marshall, Co. M, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—‘ ‘Drunk on guard, in violation of the 38th Article of War. ” 
Specification—' ‘In that he, Private John F. Marshall, Co. M, 8th Cavalry, 
having been duly mounted as a member of the post guard and on duty 
as such, did become so drunk as to be totally unable to perform his 
duty. This at Ringgold Barracks, Texas, on or about the 2nd day 
of March, 1876.” 

Charge II—“Leaving his post, in violation of the 39th Article of War. ” 
Specification—“In that he, Private John F. Marshall, Co. M, 8th Cavalry, 
beinga member of the post guard and having been posted at 3 o’clock 
r. m. , on post No. 4, his duty being to patrol the garrison mounted, 
did, without being regularly relieved and without permission from 
proper authority, leave said post and proceed to Rio Grande City, a 
town situated about one-half (i) mile from the post; and did enter 
and remain in a liquor saloon until arrested at about 5:30 o’clock 
r. m . This at Ringgold Barracks, Texas, on or about the 2nd day of 
March, 1876.” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ’ ’ 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charges and specifications, 









Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private John F. Marshall, 
Co. M, 8th Cavalry, “To forfeit to the United States the sum of eight (8) 
dollars per month for four months, and to be confined in the post guard 
house for the period of three (3) months.” 

VI. In the case of Private John F. Marshall, Co. M, 8th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be 
duly executed. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official : 


A ide-de-Camp. 









OASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT CLARK, TEXAS. 



AT FORT DAVIS, TEXAS. 


AT FORT STOCKTOX, TEXAS. 



6. Private C. Long.Company A, 8th Cavalry. 


lis affeEsass 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, April 1, 1876. 
General Court Martial ( 

Orders No. 11. ( 












Specification ‘Ind —‘ ‘In this, that Private Francis W. Damon tin, of GCo., 
10th Infantry, U. S. Army, then being on duty as company clerk, 
did, with intent to defraud the United States of the sum of ten dol¬ 
lars, erase the figure ‘ V from the entry or record of money valua¬ 
tion of clothing in the clothing book of said company, therein set 
forth as issued to said Dumoulin in October, 1875, at a valuation of 
nineteen dollars and eighty-eight cents; and did thereby cause such 
entry or record to be of the sum of nine dollars and eighty-eight 
cents. This at Fort Clark, Texas, on or about the 31st day of De¬ 
cember, 1875.” 

Specification 3rd— “In this, that Private Francis W. Dumoulin, of GCo., 
10th Infantry, U. S. Army, then being on duty as company clerk, . 
did, with intent to defraud the United States, unlawfully alter an 
entry or record, dated or made on the 31st day of December, A. D. 
1874, of a credit of the sum of four dollars, in the clothing book of 
said company, in favor of said Dumoulin; and did thereby cause said 
credit to be of the sum of forty dollars. This at Fort Clark, Texas, 
on or about the 31st day of December, 1875. ” 

Specification Ith —‘‘In this, that Private Francis W. Dumoulin , of G Co., 
10th Infantry, U. S. Army, then being on duty as company clerk, 
did, with intent to defraud the United States, unlawfully alter a rec¬ 
ord of a credit of four dollars in favor of said Dumoulin, made or da¬ 
ted, in the company clothing book, on the 30th day of June, A. D. 
1875; and did thereby cause said credit to be of the sum of forty dol¬ 
lars. This at Fort Clark, Texas, on or about the 31st day of Decem¬ 
ber, 1875.” 

Specification 5t/i—“In this, that Private Francis W. Dumoulin, of G Co., 
10th Infantry, U. S. Army, then being on duty as company clerk, 
and having, during the half year ending December 31, 1875, drawn 
clothing of the money value of tWenty-five dollars and fifty-nine 
cents, did, with intent to defraud the United States, make an entry, 
in words and figures, on his account in the company clothing book, 
setting forth said money valne at a less sum of fifteen dollars and 
fifty-nine cents; and did further, with like intent, make additional 
entries in said account setting forth a false credit of forty-nine dol¬ 
lars and sixteen cents, in said Dumoulin’s favor, on settlement of his 
clothing account with the United States on the 31st day of January, 
A. D. 1875, there being at said date and on said account a less 
amount, to-wit: eleven dollars and twenty-three cents, due said Dm- • 
moulin . This at Fort Clark, Texas, on or about December 31,1875. ” 
Specification 6th— ‘‘In this, that Private Francis TV. Dumoulin, of G Co., 
10th Infantry, U. S. Army, then being on duty as company clerk, _ 
and having charge and custody of the company clothing book, did, . 
with intent to defraud the United States, falsify his (the said Z>u-' 
moulin’s) account with the United States in said book. This at Fort 
Clark, Texas, on or about the 31st day of December, 1875. ’ ’ 

To which charge and specifications the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ’ ’ 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charge and specifications, ‘ ‘ Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentencehim, Private Francis TV. Dumoulin, 
Co. G, 10th Infantry, ‘‘To forfeit all pay and allowances now due or that 
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may become due him; to be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, and to be confined in such penitentiary as the reviewing au¬ 
thority may designate for three (3) years. ’ ’ 


II. In the case of Private Francis IV. Dumoulin, Co. G, 10th Infantry, 
the prisoner is charged in the first, second, third and fourth specifications 
with making certain fraudulent erasures and alterations in the company 
clothing book; and in the fifth specification with making certain fraudu¬ 
lent entries therein, which, on examination, prove to be the reiteration of 
the erasures and alterations mentioned in the second and fourth specifica¬ 
tions. These alterations, Ac., are in that part of the accused’s own ac¬ 
count which extends through the years 1874 and 1875, but are all specified 
as having been made on or about the 31st day of becember, 1875. 

In the proceedings there is nothing on record to show that the offenses 
alleged in the first four specifications were committed on or about Decem¬ 
ber 31, 1875. There is no proof, indeed, that the clothing book was ever 
made out properly before being altered, as alleged in the specifications, or 
that the figures and entries therein alleged to be altered were ever correctly 
entered, as it is not testified that, upon the completion in the book of the 
semi-annual settlements of 1874 anil the first one of 1875, the books were 
examined and then found correct. The principal, and only material wit¬ 
ness, the company commander, in fact, distinctly testifies, in answer to a 
question of the accused, that he did not verify the settlements of June 30 
and December 31, 1875, until after the prisoner had been relieved as com¬ 
pany clerk, which appears to have taken place in January for some cause 
not stated, he, the prisoner, not being then suspected of what he is charged 
with. In all the testimony the only direct evidence tending to show the 
prisoner’s connection with the alleged fraudulent erasures and alterations, . 
is, that in that part of the clothing book devoted to the computation and set¬ 
tlement of the prisoner’s account for the six months ending December 31, 
1875, the amounts as alleged to have been fraudulently altered in the second 
and fourth specifications, which are repeated and used as if they were cor¬ 
rect, are entered in the hand writing of the prisoner. This adoption by the 
prisoner of previous errors on the face of the book which are not proved to 
have been made by him, even when coupled with the presumption arising 
from the fact that they were all in his favor, is scarcely sufficient, consid¬ 
ering all the circumstances, and without flirther corroborative evidence, 
to establish with the conclusiveness demanded in criminal jurisprudence, 
either the fraudulent making of the errors by the prisoner or his guilty 
knowledge in entering them as correct. 

The proceedings are approved. The findings and sentence are disap¬ 
proved. Private Dumoulin will be released from confinement and returned 


III. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Davis, 
Texas, on Wednesday, March 22, 1875, pursuant to paragraphs II and III, 
Special Orders No. 193, and paragraph VI, Special Orders No. 202, Head¬ 
quarters Department of Texas, series of 1875, and paragraph I, Special 
Orders No. 17, current series, Headquarters Department of Texas, of 
which Colonel G. L. Andrews, 25th Infantry, is President, and Second 
Lieutenant Harry Beade, 25th Infantry, Judge Advocate, werearraigned 
and tried: 

( Private Charles H. Johnson, alias Charles Johnson, Co. 15, 24th In- 
2. ^ fantry, alias Charles H. Jones, alias William Jones, Co. B, 25th In- 
( fantry. 
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Charge I—‘ ‘ Desertion. ’ ’ 

Specification —“In this, that he, Private Charles H. Johnson, alias Charles 
Johnson, Co. IS, ‘21th Infantry, alias Charles H. Jones, alias William 
Jones, Co. B, 25th infantry, a duly enlisted soldier in the service of 
the United Stales, did desert said service on or about April 6, 1873, 
while on escort duty under command of Captain Morgan, 24th In¬ 
fantry, at or near Fort Duncan, Texas; and did so remain absent 
until he surrendered himself as a deserter to Captain Charles Bent- 
zoni, 25th Infantry, at Fort Quitman, Texas, on or about August!), 


1875.” 


Charge II—‘ ‘ Violation of the 50th Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification —In this, that he, Private Charles H. Johnson, alias Charles 
Johnson, Co. B, 24th Infantry, alias, Charles H. Jones, alias William 
Jones, Co. B, 25th Infantry, not having a regular discharge from the 
regiment or company in which he last served, did, on the l!)th of 
April, 1875, at Newport Barracks, Ky., enlist himself again in the 
service of the United States, as a soldier, under the name of William 


Jones.” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 
Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charges and specifications, ‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Charles H. Johnson, 
alias Charles Johnson, Co. B, 24th Infantry, alias Charles H. Jones, alias 
William Jones, Co. B, 25th Infantry, “To be dishonorably discharged 
from the service of the United States, with the loss of all pay and allowan¬ 
ces now due or to become due, except the just dues of the laundress; and 
to be confined at hard labor in such military prison as the Commanding 
General may direct for the period of three (3) years. ” 

The court is thus lenient in consideration of the length of time the accus¬ 
ed has already been held in confinement. 

3. Private Robert Miller, Co. H, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge —“Violation of the 39th Article of War. ” 

Specification-" In this, that he, Private Robert Miller, Co. II, 10th Cavalry, 
a member of the post guard, and being regularly posted as a sentinel 
on post No. 4, in the quartermaster’s corral, was found asleep on 
said post by the corporal of the guard. This at Fort Davis, Texas, 
between the hours of 1 o’clock and 3 o’clock a. m ., on the 31st day 
of December, 1875.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded ‘ 4 Guilty. ’' 
Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Robert Miller, Co. H, 
10th Cavalry, 4 ‘To be confined at hard labor in charge of the guard for the 
period of four (4) months, and to forfeit to the Uuited States ten (10) dol¬ 
lars per month of his pay for the same period. ’ ’ 

4. Private Henri/ Allen, Co. H, 10th Cavalry. 

Ch arge —‘ 4 Desertion. ’ ’ 

Specification— “In this, that Private Henry Allen, of Co. H, 10th Cavalry, a 
duly enlisted soldier in the service of the United States, did desert 
said service on or about the 7th day of February, 1876, at Fort Davis, 
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Texas; and did remain absent from his post and company until pur¬ 
sued and overtaken near Fort Davis, Texas, on or about the 7th day 
of February, 1870, and brought back under guard to said post. Ihis 
at or near the places and on or about the dates above specified. ’ ’ 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Not Guilty.” 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 

Of the specification, “Guilty, except the words ‘desert said service,’ 
substituting therefor the words ‘absent himself without authority,’ and of 
the excepted words, not guilty.” 

Of the charge, “Not guilty, but guilty of ‘absence without leave.’ ” 
Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Henry Allen, Co. H, 
loth Cavalry, “To forfeit to the United States ten (10) dollars of his 
monthly pay for six (C) months, and to be confined at hard labor in charge 
of the post guard for the same period. ’ ’ 


IY. The proceedings, findings and sentences in the cases of Privates 
Charles H. Johnson, alias Charles Johnson, Co. B, 24th Infantry, alias 
Charles H. Jones, alias William Jones, Co. B, 25th Infantry, Robert’Miller 
and Henry Allen, Co. H, 10th Cavalry, are approved, and the sentences 
will be duly executed. 

In the case of Private Johnson the military prison at Fort Leavenworth, 
Kansas, is designated as the place of confinement. The prisoner will, 
however, be kept at the post until further orders. 


V. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Stockton, 
Texas, on Thursday, March 16, 1876, pursuant to paragraph ill, Special 
Orders No. 25, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated February 11, 
1876, San Antonio, Texas, of which Captain J. W. French, 25th In¬ 
fantry, is President, and First Lieutenant Andrew Geddes, 25th Infantry, 
Judge Advocate, was arraigned and tried. 

5. Private Richard Jones, Co. A, 25th infantry. 

Charge— “Assault with intent to kill, to the prejudice of good order 
and military discipline.” 

Specification —“In this, that Private Richard Jones, Co. A, 25th Infantry, 
did, without just cause or provocation, assault, and endeavor to 
kill, Private John Taylor, of Co. M, 10th Cavalry, by stabbing or 
cutting him with a knife, or some other sharp instrument, thereby 
inflicting in and upon the person of the said Private John Taylor a 
serious wound or wounds. This at or near Fort Stockton, Texas, 
on or about the 22nd day of February, 1876.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Not Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the specification, “Guilty, except the words ‘ with intent to kill,’ 
and of the excepted words not guilty. ’ ’ 

Of the charge “Guilty, except the words ‘ with intent to kill,’and of 
the excepted words not guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Richard Jones, Co. 
A, 25th Infantry, ‘ ‘To forleit to the United States ten ($10) dollars of his 









ninthly pry for the period of six (6) months, and to he confined at hard 
labor at such place as his company may he serving for the same period.” 


Vi. In the case of Private Richard Jones, Co. A, 25th Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will he 
duly executed. 

VII. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Ringgold Bar¬ 
racks, Texas, on Thursday, March 16, 1876, pursuant to paragraph IV, 
Special Orders No. 26, and paragraph I, Special Orders No. 41, current 
series, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated, respectively, February 
12 and March 8, 1876, San Antonio, Texas, ot which Captain S. B. M. 
Young, 8th Cavalry, is President, and Second Lieutenant Henry Wygant, 
21th Infantry, Judge Advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

6. Private Charles Long, Co. A, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge—* 1 Conduct prejudicial to good order and military discipline. ” 
Specification —‘‘In that Private Charles Long, Co. A, 8th Cavalry, being 
told by Sergeant Desten Nessen, Co. A, 8th Cavalry, not to delay any 
longer in saddling up his (Long’s) horse, did make use of disrespect¬ 
ful and disgustingly obscene language to said Sergeant Desten Nessen, 
Co. A, 8th Cavalry, said Sergeant Nessen being at the time in the 
execution of his duty. This at Fort Bayard, N. M., on or about 
November 23, 1875. ’ ’ 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Guilty. ’’ 
Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, ‘ ‘ Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Charles Long, Co. A, 
8th Cavalry, ‘‘To forfeit to the United States the sum of ten (10) dollars 
per month of his monthly pay for three (3) months.” 

The court is thus lenient on account of the long period of confinement 
already undergone by the prisoner. 


VIII. In the case of Private Charles Long, Co. A, 8th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be 
duly executed. 

(Ordeis have already been issued for his release from confinement). 


IX. Before a General Cotirt Martial which convened at Fort Brown, 
Texas, on Thursday, March 16, 1876, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special 
Orders No. 25, and paragraph IV, Special Orders No. 35, current senes, 
Headquarters Department of Texas, dated, respectively, February 11 and 
28, 1876, San Antonio, Texas, of which Major A. J. Alexander, 8th Cav¬ 
alry, is President, andFirst LieutenantH. W. Sprole, 8th Cavalry, Judge 
Advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

7. Private William B. McCormack, Co. I), 8th Cavalry. 

Charge—‘ ‘Neglect of duty, in violation of the 62nd Article of War. ’ ’ 
Specification 1st—‘ ‘That Private William B. McCoi-mack, Co. D, 8th U.S. 
Cavalry, having been regularly mounted as a member of the post 
guard and posted as a sentinel over certain prisoners at work, did 
permit Private W. Curley, Co. D, 8th Cavalry, a prisoner confined 
in the post guard house awaiting sentence by General Court Martial 
for the alleged crime of desertion, to escape. This at Fort Brown, 
Texas, January 22, 1876.” 
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Specification 2nd —‘‘That Private William B. McCormack, Co. D, 8th Cav¬ 
alry, having been placed as a sentinel in charge of prisoners, and 
having allowed one to escape, did fail to alarm the guard or to report 
the escape of said prisoner. This at Fort Brown, Texas, January 
22,1876.” 

To which charge and specifications the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ’ ’ 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charge and specifications, “Not Guilty.” 

And the court does therefore acquit him, Private William B. McCormack, 
Co. D, 8th Cavalry. 

8. Private Joseph Belt, Co. C, 24th Infantiy. 

Charge— “Conduct prejudicial to good order and military' disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification 1st—‘ ‘In this, that he, Private Joseph Belt, Co. C, 24th Infan¬ 
try, having been ordered on fatigue duty by the Acting First Ser¬ 
geant of the company, Sergeant Samuel Derrick, (said sergeant be¬ 
ing in the execution of his office), did refuse and fail to obey said 
order. This at or near Fort Brown, Texas, on the 4th day of Feb¬ 
ruary, 1876.” 

Specification 2nd—“In this, that he, Private Joseph Belt, Co. C, 24th Infan¬ 
try, having been ordered to the guard house by Sergeant Samuel 
Derrick, (said sergeant being in the execution of his office as Acting 
First Sergeant), did refuse and fail to obey said order until compelled 
to by a file of the main guard. This at or near Fort Brown, Texas, 
on the 4th day of February, 1876.” 

To which charge and specifications the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ’’ 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charge and specifications, “ Gu ilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Joseph Belt , Co. C, 
24th Infantry, “To forfeit to the United States ten (10) dollars of his 
monthly pay for three (3) months, and to be confined in charge of the 
guard for the same period.” 

9. Private A. W. Dunlap, Co. G, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Neglect of duty, in violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 
Specification —“That Private A. W. Dunlap, Co. C, 8thU. S. Cavalry, hav¬ 
ing been regularly mounted as a member of the post guard and posted 
as a sentinel over certain prisoners at work, did permit Private W il- 
liam Curley, Co. D, SthU. S. Cavalry, a prisoner confined in the 
post guard house awaiting sentence by General Court Martial for the 
alleged crime of desertion, to escape. This at Fort Brown, Texas, 
January 22, 1876. ’ ’ 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Not Guilty. ’ ’ 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him. Private A. W. Dunlap, Co. 
C, 8th Cavalry, “To forfeit to the United States ten (10) dollars per month 






of his pay for the period of six (6) months, and to be confined at hard la¬ 
bor in charge of the guard at the post where his company may be serving 
for the same period.” 


X. In the case of Private William B. McCormack, Co. D, 8th Cavalry, 
the proceedings, findings and acquittal are approved. 

(Orders have already been issued for his release from confinement). 

In the case of Private Joseph Belt, Co. C, 2tth Infantry, the proceedings, 
findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly executed. 

In the case of A. W. Dunlap, private Co. C, 8th Cavalry, one of the main 
facts in the case that a prisoner named Curley did escape is not proved 
properly in the evidence for the prosecution. This is only to be inferred 
from answers to questions put by the Judge Advocate to the sole witness 
for the prosecution, which questions assume that a prisoner named Curley 
did escape. Pregnant questions, or questions which assume an allegation 
contained in a specification, are not legal. The evidence for the prosecu¬ 
tion is very unsatisfactory, so unsatisfactory indeed that if the Judge Ad¬ 
vocate had exhausted all accessible proof he should have made a record of 
the fact for the benefit of the reviewing authority. The escape of the pris¬ 
oner Curley is, however, sufficiently substantiated by testimony of wit¬ 
nesses for defence contained in answers to questions put by the court. 

Subject to these remarks, the proceedings, findings and sentence are ap¬ 
proved, but in view of the unanimous recommendation to mercy of the 
members of the court on account of the youth and inexperience of the 
prisoner, and the short time he has been in service, the sentence is remit¬ 
ted. He will be released from confinement and returned to duty. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official : 


Aide-de-Camp. 








CASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT DAVIS, TEXAS. 

1. Private Greenfer Shanklin .Company H, 10th Cavalry. 


AT SAX ANTONIO, TEXAS. 

AT FORT BROWN. TEXAS. 

?: VE-■. ■ • 8SSSS 5: IS 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, March 23 , 1876 . 
General Coert Martial ) 

Orders No. 10. ( 



“Guilty.' 
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Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Greenfer Shanklin, 
Co. H, 10th Cavalry, “To he dishonorably discharged from the service of 
the United States, with the loss of all pay and allowances now due or that 
may become due, except the just dues of the laundress, and to be confined 
at hard labor at such military prison as the Commanding General may di¬ 
rect for the period of two (2) years.” 


IX. in the case of Private Greenfer Shanklin, Co. H, 10th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be 
duly executed. 

The military prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is designated as the 
place of confinement, where the prisoner will be sent, under suitable 
guard, and turned over to the commanding officer with a copy of this 


III. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Griffin, 
Texas, on Monday, February 21, 1876, pursuant to paragraph I, Special 
Orders No. 27, Heidquirters Department of Texas, dated February 14, 
1876, San Antonio, Texas, of which Captain Theodore Sohwan, 11th 
Infantry, is President, and Second Lieutenant C. II. Goruinge, 11th 
Infantry, Judge Advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

2. Private Frank L. Spofford, Co. A, 11th Infantry. 

Charge— “Neglect of duty, to the prejudice of good order and mili¬ 
tary discipline.” 

Specification 1st—“In this, that he, Private Frank L. Spofford, Co. A, 11th 
Infantry, did, while a duly posted sentinel, neglect his duty by sit¬ 
ting down on post, in violation of orders and regulations. This at 
Fort Griffin, Texas, on or about January 17, 1876.” 

Specification 2nd —“In this, that he, Private Frank L. Spofford, Co. A, 11th 
Infantry, while a sentinel on post, did, by neglecting his duty and 
sitting down on post, and through criminal carelessness, discharge 
his musket, loaded with ball cartridge, thereby inflicting a mortal 
wound on the body of James M. Sanders, (citizen), whereof he, 
the said Sanders, died. This at Fort Griffin, Texas, on or about 
January 17, 1876.” 

To which charge and specifications the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ” 


Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the e 

Of the first specification, 

Of the second specification, 

Of the charge, 


,'idence adduced, finds the 


iuilty. 1 


Sentence. 

And the court does the.efore sentence him, Private Frank L. Spofford, 
Co. A, Uth Infantry, “To be confined at hard labor under charge of the 
guard for one month, and to forfeit to the United States twelve dollars ($12) 
of his monthly pay for the same period. ’ ’ 


IV. In the case of Private Frank L. Spofford, Co. A, 11th Infantry, the 
judge Advocate has not adduced evidence to prove the facts in the second 
specification which the proceedings would seem to show was within reach, 
nor has he caused to be placed on record any reason for the omission. 

Subject to the above remarks, the proceedings, findings and sentence are 
approved, and the sentence will be duly executed. 


V. Before a General Court Martial which convened at San Antonio, 
Texas, on Friday, March 17, 1876, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Or- 









ders No, 46, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated March 16, 1876, 
San Antonio, Texas, of which Surgeon John Mooke, Medical Depart¬ 
ment, is President, and Assistant Surgeon R. H. White, U. S. Army, 
Judge Advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

3. Private Edward Brown, Co. D, 10th Infantry. 

Charge I—‘ ‘ Violation of the 33rd Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification _“In this, that Private Edward Brown, Co. I), 10th Infantry, 

having been regularly detailed for guard, did fail to appear at guard 
mounting of his company on the morning of the 28th of February, 
1876. This at the Post of San Antonio, Texas, on or about the 28th 
day of February, 1876.” 

Charge II—‘ ‘ Violation of the 32nd Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification— “In this, that Private Edward Brown, Co. D, 10th Infantry, 
did, without permission from proper authority, absent himself from 
his company and post from the 28th of February, 1876, until about 
11:30 r. M. of the 29th February, 1876. This at the Post of San An¬ 
tonio, Texas, on or about the dates and hour specified.” 

Charge III— 1 ‘ Violation of the 17th Article of War. ’' 

Specification— “In this, that Private Edward Brown, Co. D, 10th Infantry, 
did sell, or otherwise dispose of, one (1) pair of newtrowsers, made, 
one (1) pair of new trowsers, unmade, one (1) pair of new boots, 
one (1) pair of new shoes, which were issued to him by theU. S. 
Government for his own use. This at or near the Post of San An¬ 
tonio, on or about February 28, 1876. ’ ’ 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 
Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charges and specifications, “Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence . 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Edward Brown, Co. 
D, 10th Infantry, * ‘To forfeit to the United States ten dollars of his monthly 
pay for two months, and to be confined at hard labor in charge of the 
guard for the same period.’ ’ 

4. Private John Robinson, Co. D, 10th Infantry. 

Charge —“Violation of the 38th Article of War.” 

Specification —“In this, that he, Private John Robinson, Co. D, 10th Infan¬ 
try, having been regularly mounted as a member of the guard on the 
8th of September, 1875, at the Post of San Antonio, Texas, and hav¬ 
ing been regularly posted as a sentinel, did become so much intoxi¬ 
cated as to be unfit to perform his duties as such. All this at or near 
the Post of San Antonio, Texas, on or about the 8th of September, 
1875.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Guilty. ’ ’ 
Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, * ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence . 

And the court does therefore sentencehim, Private John Robinson, Co. D, 
10th Infantry, ‘ ‘To forfeit to the United States ten dollars of his monthly 
pay for four months, and to be confined at hard labor in charge of the 
guard for the same period. ’ ’ 

5. Private Rudolph Rupp, Co. D, 10th Infantry. 

Charge I—‘ ‘ Violation of the 38th Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification —“In this, that Private Rudolph Rapp, Co. D, 10th Infantry, 
having been duly posted as a sentinel at the Alamo corral, did be¬ 
come drunk. This at or near the Post of San Antonio, Texas, on or 
about the 5th of March, 1876. ’ ’ 
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Charge II—“Violation of the 39th Article of Wav. ’’ 

Specification— “In this, that Private Rudolph Rupp, Co. D, 10th Infantry, 
having been duly posted as a sentinel at the Alamo corral, was found 
asleep on his post. This at or near the Post of San Antonio, Texas, 
on or about the 5th day of March, 1876. ’ ’ t 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 
Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charges and specifications, ‘ ‘Guilty. ” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Rudolph Rupp, Co. D, 
10th Infantry, “To forfeit to the United States ten dollars of his monthly 
pay f 0 v eight months, and to be confined at hard labor in charge of the 
guard for the same period. ’ ’ 

VI. In the case of Private Edward Brown, Co. D, 10th Infantry, the 
proceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be 
duly executed. 

In the case of Private John Robinson, Co. D, 10th Infantry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and sentence are approved. In compliance with the unani¬ 
mous recommendation to that effect, on account of previous good conduct 
and meritorious services, and the length of time he has already been con¬ 
fined, the sentence is remitted. He will be released from confinement 
and returned to duty. 

In the case of Private Rudolph Rupp, Co. D, 10th Infantry, the proceed¬ 
ings findings and sentence are approved. The sentence is reduced to read 
five months in place of ‘ ‘ eight months,” and, asmitigated, will be duly 
executed. 

YII Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Brown, 
Texas, on Monday, February 21, 1876, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special 
Orders Mo. 25, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated February 11, 
1876, San Antonio, Texas, of which Major A. J. Alexander, 8th Cavalry, 
is President, and First Lieutenant H. W. Si-hole, 8th Cavalry, Judge 
Advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

6. Private George Dougherty, Co. 1, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Desertion.” 

Specification —‘ ‘In that he, George Dougherty, private I Co., 8th Cavalry, be¬ 
ing a duly enlisted soldier in the service of the United States, did 
desert the same on or about the 22nd day of December, 1875, and did 
remain absent until he surrendered himself on or about the 29th day 
of December, 1875. This at Fort Brown, Texas, on or about the 
dates above specified.’’ 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Mot Guilty.” 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 

” Of the specification, “Guilty, except the word ‘desert,’ and substitu¬ 
ting in place thereofthe words ‘absent himself, without authority, from,’ 
and of the excepted word, not guilty. ’ ’ 

Of the charge, ‘ ‘Mot guilty of desertion but guilty of ‘absence without 

leave. Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private George Doughertg, 
Co. I, 8th Cavalry, “To forfeit to the United States ten dollars ($10) of 
his pay for one (1) month.” 
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The court is thus lenient on account of the confinement the prisoner has 
already suffered. 

7. Private William Jackson, Co. I, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—“Violation of the 33rd Article of War.” 

Specification —‘ ‘In that Private William Jackson, I Co., 8th Cavalry, having 
been properly detailed as a member of the post guard to mount De¬ 
cember 25, 1875, did fail to appear, at the time and place fixed, for 
said guard mounting. This at or near Fort Brown, Texas, on or 
about the date above specified. *’ 

Charge II—“Desertion.” 

Specification —“In that he, William Jackson , private I Co., 8th Cavalry, a 
duly enlisted soldier in the service of the United States, did desert 
the same on or about December 25, 1875; and did remain absent until 
he surrendered himself on or about December 30, 1875. This at Fort 
Brown, Texas, on or about the dates above specified. ” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded: 

To the first charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

To the second charge and specification, “Not Guilty. ’ ’ 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the first charge and specification, “Guilty. ’ ’ 

Of the specification, second charge, “Guilty, except the word ‘desert,’ 
and substituting in place thereof the words ‘absent himself, without pro¬ 
per authority, from,’ and of the excepted word, not guilty.” 

Of the second charge, “Not guilty of desertion but guilty of ‘absence 
without leave. ’ ” 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private William Jackson, 
Co. I, 8th Cavalry, “To be confined in charge of the guard for one (1) 
mouth, and to forfeit to the United States ten dollars ($10) of his pay for 
two (2) months.” 

The court is tlius lenient on account of the confinement he has already 
suffered. 


VIII. In the case of Private George Dougherty, Co. I, 8th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be 
duly executed. 

(Ordeis have already been issued for his release from confinement). 

In the case of Private William Jackson, Co. I, 8th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and sentence are approved. The sentence is mitigated to 
read “To forfeit ten ($10) dollars of his pay for one (1) mouth,” and, as 
mitigated, will be duly executed. He will be released from confinement 
and returned to duty. 

By COMMAND OK BlilGADIER GENERAL ORD: 

J. H. TAYLOll, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 
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CASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT BROWN. TEXAS. 

1. Private Patrick McGuire.Company H, 8th Cavalry. 

2. Corporal George Robinson.Company H, Slh Cavalry. 


AT FORT GRIFFIN. TEXAS. 

3. Private John Kelley.Company G, 11th Infantry. 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, March 16, 1876. 
General Court Martial ) 

Orders No. 9. j 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Port Brown, Texas, 
on Monday, February 21, 1878, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special 
Orders No. 2. r ), Headquarters Department of Texas, dated February 11, 
1878, San Antonio, Texas, of which Major A. J. Alexander, 8th Cavalry. 
is President, and First Lieutenant II. W. Sproi.e, 8th Cavalry, .Judge 
Advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Patrick McGuire, Co. II, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—“Disobedience of orders, in violation of the 21st Article of 
War. ’ > 

Specification— “In that Private Patrick McGuire, Co. II, 8th Cavalry, 
having been ordered by his superior officer. First Lieutenant 11. J. 
Farnsworth, 8th Cavalry, in the execution of his office as company 
commander, to proceed at once to his company quarters, did not 
obey said order, and did remain absent eight, or more, hours there¬ 
after. This at or near Fort Brown, Texas, on or about the ilth day 
of January, 1876.” 

Charge II—“Violation of the 33rd Article of War.” 

Specification 1st— “In that Private Patrick McGuire, Co. H, 8th Cavalry, 
did fail to repair, at the time fixed, to the place appointed for reveille 
roll call of his company. This at Fort Brown, Texas, on or about 
the 9th day of January, 1876.” 

Specification 2nd—“In that Private Patrick McGuire, Co. H, 8th Cavalry, 
did fail to repair, at the time fixed, to the place appointed lor morn¬ 
ing stable duty of his company. This at Fort Brown, Texas, on or 
about the 9th day of January, 1876.” 

Specification 3rd—“In that Private Patrick McGuire, Co. H, 8th Cavalry, 
did fail to repair, at the time fixed, to the place designated by pioj er 
authority for the Sunday morning inspection of his company. This 
at Fort Brown, Texas, on or about the 9th day of January, 1876.” 
Specification ith —“In that Private Patrick McGuire, Co. H, 8th Cavalry, 
did fail to repair, at the time fixed, to the place appointed for after¬ 
noon water and stable duty of his company. This at Fort Brown, 
Texas, on the 9th day of January, 1876.” 

Charge III—‘ ‘Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 
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Specification —“In that Private Patrick McGuire, Co. II, 8th Cavalry, 
having received a pass from his company commander, approved by 
order of the post commander, which pass expired at guard mount, 
did fail to surrender the same to the oflicer of the guard, as required 
by existing orders from Headquarters Fort Brown, Texas. This at 
Fort Brown, Texas, on or about the 9th day of January, 1876.” 

To which charges and specificitions the accused pleaded: 

To the first and third charges and their specifications, “Not Guilty. ’’ 

To the second charge and its specifications, “Guilty. ’ ’ 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 

Of the first and second charges and their specifications, “Guilty.” 

Of the third charge and its specification, “Mot Guilty. ” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Patrick McGuire, Co. 
II, 8th Cavalry, “To forfeit to the United States ten (910) dollars of his 
monthly pay for two (2) months.” 

The court is thus lenient on account of the prisoner’s previous good 
character, and the confinement already suffered. 

2. Corporal George Robinson, Co. II, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—“Absence without leave, in violation of the 32nd Article of 
War.” 

Specification— “In this, that he, Corporal George Robinson, Co. H, 8th 
Cavalry, did, without authority, absent himself from his company 
and post, and did visit the city of Brownsville, Texas, where he 
was arrested about the hour of 10:15 o’clock r. m., on or about 
January 9, 1870. This at or near Fort Brown, Texas, on the date 
mentioned.” 

Charge II—“Disobedience of orders.” 

Specification —“In this, that he, Corporal George Robinson, Co. II, 8th Cav¬ 
alry, having been arrested and ordered by his superior oflicer, First 
Lieutenant A. G. Hennisee, oflicer of the guard in tile execution of 
his duty, to fall in with a patrol which had been sent from Fort 
Brown, Texas, to arrest soldiers absent from the post without 
authority, did fail to obey said order, and did escape from the 
custody of the said Lieutenant Hennisee. This at Brownsville, 
Texas, on or about the night of January 9, 1870. ” 

Additional Charge I—“Conduct prejudicial to good order and 
military discipline, in violation ofthe02nd Article of War. ” 

Specification 1st— “In this, that George Robinson, Corporal Co. II, 8th Cav¬ 
alry, being in arrest, did break said arrest, and did, without author¬ 
ity, appear in the town of Brownsville, Texas. This at or near 
Fort Brown, Texas, on or about the nth day of January, 1870.” 
Specification 2nd —• ‘In this, that George Robinson, Corporal Co. II, 8th 
Cavalry, did brcik away and escape from a patrol of the post guard, 
after being arrested by the same. This in the town of Brownsville, 
Texas, on the 19th day of January, 1870.” 

Additional Charge II-“ Violation of the 21st Article of War.” 
Specification— “In this, that George Robinson, Corporal Co. II, 8th Cavalry, 
did offer resistance to the oflicer commanding the post guard, Second 
Lieutenant J. W. Wilkinson, 8th Cavalry, and a patrol under his 
orders, when arrested by the same in the town of Brownsville, 
Texas, near Fort Brown, Texas, on the 19th day of January, 1870.” 
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To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded: 

To the first charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

To the second chirge and its specification, “Not Guilty.” 

To the first additional charge and its specifications, “Guilty. ’ ’ 

To the second additional charge and its specific ition, “Not Guilty. ” 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of.the charges and specifications, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Corporal George Robinson, 
Co. H, 8th Cavalry, “To be reduced to the grade of a private soldier; to 
he dishonorably discharged the service of the United States, with loss of all 
pay and allowances now due or that may become due, and to he confined 
at hard labor at such military post as the Department Commander may 
designate for one (1) year.” 


If. In the case of Private Patrick 1McGuire, Co. H, 8th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be 
duly executed. 

(Ordeis have already been issued for his release from confinement). 

In the case of Corporal George Robinson, Co. H, 8th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved. The period of confinement 
is reduced to six (6) months. As mitigated, the sentence will lie duly 
executed. The post of Fort Brown, Texas, is designated as the place of 
confinement. 


III. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Griffin, 
Texas, on Monday, February 21, 187(1, pursuant to paragraph I, Special 
Orders No. 27, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated February 14, 
1876, San Antonio, Texas, of which Captain Theodore Schwax, 11th 
Infantry, is President, and Second Lieutenant C. II. Gokrixge, 11th 
Infantry, Judge Advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

3. Private John Kelley, Co. G, 11th Infantry. 

Charge— “Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification 1st —“In this, that he, Private John Kelley, Co. G, 11th Infan¬ 
try , did become so much under the influence of intoxicating liquor 
as to he unable to perform any duly of a soldier. This at Fort 
Griffin, Tex is, on the 26th day of December, 1875.” 

Specification -2 id—“ In this, that he, Private John Kelley, Co. G. 11th Infan¬ 
try, did, while in a disgraceful state of intoxication, visit the 
quarters of his company commander. This at Fort Griffin, Texas, 
on the 2Gth day of December, 1875. ’ ’ 

Specification 3rd—“In this, that he, Private John Kelley, Co. G, 11th Infan¬ 
try, on being ordered by the First Sergeant of his company to accom¬ 
pany him to the guard house (said First Sergeant being in the lawful 
execution of his office) did absolutely refuse to obey said order. This 
at Fort Griffin, Texas, on the 26th day of December, 1875.” 
Specification 4/ft—‘ ‘In this, that he, Private John Kelley, Co. G, 11th Infan¬ 
try, upon being ordered by the First Sergeant of his company to 
accompany him to the guard house (he, the said First Sergeant be¬ 
ing in the lawful execution of his office) did call him a son of a bitch, 
a bastard, and other opprobrious names. This at Fort Griffin, Texas, 
on the 26th day of December, 1875. ’ ’ 







Specification .Vfi- In this, that he, Private John Kelley, Co. G, lltli Infantry, 
did threaten the First Sergeant of his company (he, the said First 
Sergeant being in the lawful execution of his office) with bodily 
violence, and did attempt to enforce said threats. This at Fort 
Griffin, Texas, on the 2«th day of December, 1H75.” 

To which charge and specitloations the accused pleaded: 

To the tirst specification, “Guilty.” 

To the remaining specitloations, “Not Guilty.” 

To the charge, ‘ 1 Not Guilty. ’' 


Finding; 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence 

Of the tirst, third and fourth specifications, 

Of the second and liftli specifications, 

Of the charge, 

Sentence. 


adduced, finds the 


And the court does therefore sentence him, Private John Kelley, t o. G, 
lltli Infantry, “To be confined at hard labor under charge of the guard for 
the period of one tl) month, and to forfeit to the United states twelve 
($12) dollars of his monthly pay for one month.” 


IV. In the case of Private John Kelley, Co. G, lltli Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, llndings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will he 
duly executed. 

Hy command of HitiGADiKit Gknkhai, Oku: 

J. II. TAYLOH, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


A ide-de-Camp. 





CASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT GRIFFIN, TEXAS. 

1. Private William Tutt.Company B, 10th Cavalry. 

2. Private Antony Davis.Company E, 10th Cavalry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, March 10, 1876. 
General Court Martial / 

Orders No. 8. J 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Griffin, 
Texas, on Monday, February 21, 1876, pursuant to paragraph I, Special 
Orders No. 27, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated February 14, 
1876, San Antonio, Texas, of which Captain Theodore Schwan, 11th 
Infantry, is President, and Second Lieutenant C. H. Gorringk, 11th 
Infantry, Judge Advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private William Tutt, Co. B, loth Cavalry. 

Charge —“Violation of the 39th Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification—“In this, that he, Private William Tutt, Co. B, 10th Cavalry, 
having been duly mounted as a member of the post guard, and 
having been duly posted as a sentinel at the hay stacks, was found 
asleep on post. This at Fort Griffin, Texas, on or about the 7th day 
of January, 1876.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “ N ot Guilty. ’' 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charge and specification, “Not Guilty. ’ ’ 

And the court does therefore acquit him, Private William Tutt, Co. B, 
10th Cavalry. 

2. Private Antony Davis, Co. E, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Conduct prejudicial to good order and military discipline. ’’ 
Specification — 1 ‘In that he, Private Antony Davie, Co. E, 10th Cavalry, did 
engage in a game of cards with Private Tutt, of Co. B, 10th Cavalry, 
for his (Davis’s) overcoat and boots, which the said Tutt won. This 
at Fort Griffin, Texas, on or about January 3, 1876. ’ ’ 

Specification 2nd —“In that he, Private Antony Davis, Co. E, 10th Cavalry, 
having lost, at cards, his overcoat and boots, (issued him by his 
company commander) to Private Tutt, Co. B, 10th Cavalry, did go 
to the room of said Tutt and endeavor to get back the boots and 
coat by using force. This at Fort Griffin, Texas, on or about January 
3, 1876.” 

To which charge and specifications the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ’ * 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 









Of the first specification, “Guilty.” 

Of the second specification, “Guilty, except the words ‘issued him 
by his company commander, ’ of the excepted words not guilty.” 

Of the charge, ‘ ‘ Guilty ■ ’ ’ 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Antony Davis, Co. 
E, 10th Cavalry, “To forfeit to the United States seven ($7) dollars of 
his monthly pay for one month. ’ ’ 

The court is thus lenient owing to the fact that the prisoner has been 
confined nearly two (2) months. 

II. In the case of Private William Tutt, Co, B, 10th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and acquittal are approved. 

In the case of Private Antony Davis, Co. E, 10th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly 
executed. 

(Orders have already been issued for their release from confinement.) 

By command of Bkigadier General Ord : 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official : 


Aide-de-Catnp. 
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CASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT BROWN, TEXAS. * 


1. Private James East . 

2. Private Frank Goewey.. 

3. Sergeant Charles W. Jon 


Company D, 8th Cavalry. 
Company H, 8th Cavalry. 
Company H, 8th Cavalry. 


AT FORT CLARK, TEXAS. 

4. Private Albert Crawford.Company M, 4th Cavalry. 


AT RINGGOLD BARRACKS, TEXAS. 

5. Private Samuel Williams.Company I, 24th Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, March G, 1876. 
General Court Martial ) 

Orders No. 7. ( 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Brown, Texas, 
on Monday, February 21, 1876, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special 
Orders No. 25, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated February 11, 
1876, San Antonio, Texas, of which Major A. J. Alexander, 8th Cavalry, 
is President, and First Lieutenant H. W. Si-role, 8th Cavalry, Judge 
Advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private James East, Co. D, 8th Cavalry. 

Ciiaroe— “Violation ofthe3t)th Article of War.” 

Specification — “In this, that he, Private James East, Co. D, 8th Cavalry, 
being regularly detailed, and mounted as a member of the post 
guard, and having been regularly posted as sentinel over the horses 
of his company, did lie down, and was found sleeping on said post. 
This at Fort Brown, Texas, between the hours of 10 and 11 o’clock 
J-. m. , on the 23rd day of January, 1876. ” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, “Guilty. ” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private James East, Co, D, 
8th Cavalry, • ‘To be confined at hard labor in charge of the guard for the 
period of three (3) months, and to forfeit to the United States his monthly 
pay for the same period. ’ ’ 

2. Private Frank Goewey, Co. H, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge— 1 ‘Violation of the 39th Article of War. ’’ 

Specification —“In this, that he, Private Frank Goewey, Co. H, 8th Cavalry, 
having been duly posted as a sentinel on post No. 4, Fort Brown, 
Texas, did lie down and go to sleep, and was so found by the 
corporal of the guard at 9 o’clock on the evening of January 1st, 
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To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification. * ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Frank Gocicej, Co. 
H, 8th Cavalry, “Tp forfeit to the United States ten ($10) dollars of his 
pay for three (3) months. ” 

The court is thus lenient on account of the youth and inexperience of 
the prisoner and length of confinement already suffered. 

3. Sergeant Charles W. Jones, Co. H, 8th Cavalry. 

Charge I—“ Absence without leave, in violation of the 32nd Article of 
War.” 

Specification— “In this, that he, Sergeant Charles IV. Jones, Co. H, 8th 
Cavalry, did, without authority, absent himself from his company 
and post, and did visit the city of Brownsville, Tex ts, when he was 
arrested about the hour of 10:15 o’clock P. M., on or about January 
9, 1876. This at or near Fort Brown, Texas, on the date men¬ 
tioned.” 

Charge II—“Disobedience of orders. ” 

Specification—“In this, that he. Sergeant Charles TV. Jones, Co. H, Stli 
Cavalry, having been arrested and ordered, by his superior officer, 
First Lieutenant A. G. Hennisee, 8th Cavalry, officer of the guard, 
in the execution of his duty, to fill in with a patrol, which had been 
sent from Fort Brown, Texas, to arrest soldiers absent from the 
post without authority, did fail to obey said order, and did escape 
from the custody of the said Lieutenant Hennisee. This at Browns¬ 
ville, Texas, On or about the night, of January 9, 1876.” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded “Not Guilty. ” 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered thfe evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the first charge and specification, “Not Guilty. ” 

Of the second charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

’ Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Sergeant Charles TV. Jones. 
Co. H, 8th Cavalry, “To forfeit to the United States his pay for four (I) 
months. ” 


II. In the cases of Privates James East, Co. D, and Frank Gocwey, and 
Sergeant Charles TV. Jones, Co. II, 8th Cavalry, the proceedings, findings 
and sentences are approved, and the sentences will be duly executed. 
Sergeant Jones will be released from arrest and returned to duty. 

(Orders have already been issued for the release from confinement of Private 
C.ocwey.) 


III. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort. Clark, Texas, 
on Wednesday, March 1, 1876, pursuant to paragraph IV, Special Orders 
No. 33, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated February 24, 1876, 
San Antonio, Texas, of which Colonel J. I. Gregg, sth Cavalry, is 
President, and First Lieutenant J. T. Kirkman, 10th Infantry, Judge 
Advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

4. Private Albert Crawford, Co. M, 4th Cavalry. 

Charge—* ‘ Desertion. ’ ’ 
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VII. In the foregoing" cases of Sergeant Jones ,Privates East, Gocwey, Craw¬ 
ford and Williams, the attention of the courts that tried the respective 
cases is called to the fact that the provisions of General Orders No. 19, 
series of 1875, from these Headquarters, requiring the names of the officers 
preferring the charges to be entered in the proper place in the proceedings, 
has not been complied with. 

By command of Biugadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aicle-de-Camp. 





CASES TRIED BY A GENERAL. COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT STOCKTOS, TEXAS. 

I Bi 38 SS»5=r. :r 8SS?: 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, March 2, 187<». 
General Court Martial ( 
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Specification lit— “In that Private George Johnson, of Co. M, 10th Cavalry, 
a duly enlisted soldier in the service of the United States, did desert 
the said service at or near Camp Wichita, I. T., (now Fort Sill), on 
or about June H, 1 Stilt, and did remain absent until apprehended at 
or near Fort Gibson, I T., on or about March 12, 187:5.” 

Specification 2nd— ‘‘In that Private George Johnson, of Co. M, 10th Cavalry, 

' a dulv enlisted soldier in the service of the United States, did desert 
the said service while en route from Fort Gibson to Fort Sill, I. T., 
on or about May 3, 1873, and did remain absent until apprehended at 
or near Fort Griffin, Texas, on or about September3 *1873.” 

To which charges and significations the accused pleaded: ‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charges and specifications, “Guilty.” 

Sentence . 

An<l the court does therefore sentence him, Private George Johnson, Co. 
M, 10th Cavalry, “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United Stales; to forfeit all pay and allowances now due or that may 
become due him, and to be confined at hard labor at such place of con- 

finmeut as the proper authority may direct for the period of three (3) 


II in the cases of Privates William Humans and George Johnson, Co. M, 
10th Cavalry, the proceedings, findings and sentences are approved, and 
the sentences will be duly executed. 

The military prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is designated as the 
place of contlnment in the case of Private George Johnson, Co. M, 10th 
Cavalry, where the prisoner will be sent, under suitable guard, and 
turned over to the commanding officer, with a copy of this order. 

By COMMAND OF BitIGADIKK GENERAL ORD: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 







CASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT DROWN, TEXAS. 

1 Private Henry Moody.Company E, 24tli Infantry. 


AT FORT CLARK, TEXAS. 


e William Burns.. 


..Company A, 9th Cavalry. 
..Company F, 9th Oavalrv. 
.Company K, 10th Infantry. 


AT FORT CONCHO, TEXAS. 


r>. Private Henry Smith_ 

6. Private James Needham. 


Company A, 10th Cavalrv. 
■ Company D, loth Cavalry. 


AT FORT DAVIS, TEXAS. 

7. Recruit Isaac May nerd.25th Infantry. 


AT FORT GRIFFIN, TEXAS. 

8. Private Richard Conway.Company E, 10th Cavalry 


AT FORT McKAVETT, TEXAS. 

9. Private Philip Smith.Company B, 10th Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, February 28,1876. 
General Court Martial ( 

Orders No. 5. \ 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Brown, Texas, 
on Wednesday, November 24, 1875, pursuant to paragraph I, Special 
Orders No. 213, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated November 11, 
1875, San Antonio, Texas, of which Major A. J. Alexander, 8th Cavalry, 
is President, and Captain J. W. Clous, 24th Infantry, Judge Advocate, 
was arraigned and tried: 

1. Private Henry Moody, Co. E, 24th Infantry. 

Charge I—“Assault with intent to kill, to the prejudice of good order 
and military discipline. ” 

Specification Is/—‘ ‘In this, that Private Henry Moody, of Co. E, 24th Infan¬ 
try, did, without cause or pro vocation, maliciously, and with intent 
to kill, assault with a deadly weapon, to wit: a loaded pistol, the 
person of Corporal Thomas W. Ledger, of Co. H, 8th Cavalry. This 
at or near Fort Brown and within the limits of the city of Browns¬ 
ville, Texas, on or about the evening ofNovember5, 1875.” 
Specification 2nd—‘ ‘In this, that Private Henry Moody, of Co. E, 24th Infan¬ 
try, did, without cause orprovocation, maliciously, and with intent 



















to kill, assault with a deadly weapon, to wit: a loaded pistol, the 
person of Sergeant John Sizzley, of Company H, 8th Cavalry. This 

at or near Fort Brown, Texas, and within the limits of the city of 
Brownsville, Texas, on or about the evening of November 5, 1875. ’ ’ 
Charge IT—“Assault, to the prejudice ofgood order and military disci¬ 
pline.’’ 

Specification 1st— 11 In this, that Private Henry Moody, of Co. E, ‘24th Infan¬ 
try, did, without cause or provocation, and with intent to do bodily 
harm, strike with a club or stick, the person of Corporal Thomas 
W. Ledger, of Co. H, 8th Cavalry. This at or near Fort Brown, 
and within the limits of the city of Brownsville, Texas, on the 


evening of November 5, 1875. ’* 

Specification 2nd— “In this, that Private Henry Moody, ofCo. E,24th Infan¬ 
try, did, without cause or provocation, and with intent to do hodily 
harm, strike with a club or stick, the person of Sergeant John 
Sizzley, of Co. H, 8th Cavalry. This at or near Fort Brown, and 
within the limits of the city of Brownsville, Texas, on or about the 
evening of the 5th of November, 1875. ’ ’ 

Specification 3rd—‘ ‘In this, that Private Henry Moody, of Co. E, 24th Infan¬ 
try, did wantonly, while in the commission of an unlawful act, to- 
wit: committing, with a deadly weapon, (a loaded pistol), an assault, 
with intent to kill, upon the bodies of Corporal Thomas W. Ledger 
and Sergeant John Sizzley, Co. H, 8th Cavalry, inflict upon the left 
forearm of the body of Private Charles Winman, of Co. H, 8th Cav¬ 
alry, a serious wound, causing the said Winman much bodily pain 
and injury. This at or near Fort Brown, Texas, and within the 
limits of the city of Brownsville, Texas, on or about the 5th day of 
November, 1875.” 

Charge III—“Violation of the62nd Article of War.” 

Specification —“In this, that Private Henry Moody, of Co. E, 24th Infantry, 
did, in violation of the orders of his company commander, Captain 
John W. Clous, 24thTnfantry, carry, when not on duty, a pistol. 
This at or near Fort Brown, Texas, and within the limits of the city 
of Brownsville, Texas, on or about the evening of November 5, 
1875.” 


To which charges and specifications the accu 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the 
accused: 

Of the first specification, first charge, 

Of the second specification, first charge, 

Of the first charge, 

Of the first specification 
Of the second specificati 
Of the third specification 
‘bodies,’ substituting in pi: 


sed pleaded “Not Guilty.’ 


“Guilty.’ 
>t Guilty.’ 
“Guilty. ’■ 
“Guilty.’ 
it Guilty.’ 


second charge, 
n, second charge, 
a, second charge, “Guilty, except the wo 
thereof the word‘body,’and except t 


words ‘and Sergeant Johi 
guilty.” 

Of the second charge, 

Of the third charge and specification 


izzley,’ and of the excepted words, 


And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Henry Moody, Co. E, 
24th Infantry, “To forfeit to the United States all pay and allowances 
now due or to become due; to be dishonorably discharged the service of 
the United States, and to be Confined at hard labor in such penitentiary as 





the Department Commander may designate, from time to time, for the 
period of live (5) years. ” 


II. In the case of Private Henry Moody, Co. E, 24th Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be 
duly executed. 

In accordance with instructions from the Adjutant General’s Office, the 
proceedings will be forwarded for the orders of the Secretary of War. 


III. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Port Clark, Texas, 
on Wednesday, December 1, 1875, pursuant to paragraph V, Special Or¬ 
ders No. 221, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated November 26, 
1875, San Antonio, Texas, of which Captain J. A. P. Hampson, 10th 
Infantry, is President, and First Lieutenant M. B. Hughes, 9th Cavalry, 
Judge Advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

4. Private John Brooks, Co. A, 9th Cavalry. 

Charge I—“Conduct prejudicial to good order and military discipline. ’ ’ 
Specification 1st—“In this, that he, Private John Brooks, Co. A, 9th Cav¬ 
alry, being regularly detailed as one of the stable police of his com¬ 
pany, did fail to report to Corporal Marshall White, of same com¬ 
pany, at the time ordered. This at Fort Clark, Texas, on the 25th 
day of December, 1875.” 

Specification 2nd —‘ ‘In this, that he, Private John Brooks, Co. A, 9th Cav¬ 
alry, did, when ordered into confinement in post guard house, by 
Corporal Marshall White, of same compamy, (he being in the execu¬ 
tion of his office), disobey said order, and did attempt violence upon 
said Corporal White. This at Fort Clark, Texas, on the 25th day of 
December, 1875.” 

Specification 3rd —“In this, that he, Private John Brooks, Co. A, 9th Cav¬ 
alry, did (with a knife) assault Corporal Marshall White, of same 
company, said Corporal White being at the time in the execution of 
his office. This at Fort Clark, Texas, on the 25th day of December, 
1875.” 

Specification Uh— “In this, that he, Private John Brooks, Co. A, 9th Cav¬ 
alry, did possess himself of a sabre, and did draw the blade from 
the scabbard, and did pursue Corporal Marshall White, with the 
intention of inflicting bodily injury upon him, and did continue 
pursuit until arrested and disarmed by other parties. This at Fort 
Clark, Texas, on the 25th day of December, 1875. ” 

Charge II—“Manslaughter, to the prejudice of good order and military 
discipline.” 

Specification —“In this, that he, Private John Brooks, Co. A, 9th Cavalry, 
did, unlawfully and feloniously, discharge at and against the body 
of Corporal Marshall White, Co. A, 9th Cavalry, a Springfield 
carbine, (cal. .45), loaded with powderand ball, thereby inflicting on 
the body of said Corporal Marshall White a wound, whereof, he, 
the said Marshall White, immediately died. This at or near Fort 
Clark, Texas, on or about the 25th day of December, 1875.” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded “Not Guilty. ” 

The court, having miturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the first and third specifications, first charge, “Not Guilty.” 

Of the second and fourth specficatious, first charge, “Guilty.” 

Ot the first charge, “Guilty.” 
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Of the specification, second charge, “Guilty, except the words ‘unlaw¬ 
fully’ and ‘feloniously,’ and of the excepted words, not guilty.” 

Of the second charge, ‘ ‘Not Guilty.’’ 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private John Brooks, Co. A, 
9th Cavalry, “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, with loss of all pay now due or to become due, and to be confined 
at hard labor in such military prison as the reviewing authority may 
direct for the period of one (1) year. ”. 

3. Private Benjamin F. Craig, Co. F, 9th Cavalry. 

Charge I—“Conduct prejudicial to good order and military discipline. ’ ’ 
Specification —“In this, that he, Private Benjamin F. Craig, Co. F, 9th 
Cavalry, being on duty as night watchman in the Quartermaster’s 
corral, at Fort Clark, Texas, with orders to remain in charge of 
all property in said corral until relieved by the day watchman, and 
not to leave the corral until so relieved, did leave the corral and go 
to the town of Brackett, Texas, between the hours of7 and llo’clock 
p. m. , and did, by so leaving, allow one saddle, value seven dollars 
and fifty ($7.50) cents, the property of the United States, and for 
which First Lieutenant L. H. Rucker, Regimental Quartermaster 9th 
Cavalry, Acting Assistant Quartermaster, is responsible, to be 
taken from the corral. This at Fort Clark, Texas, on the 24th day 
of December, 1875.” 

Charge XX—‘ ‘ Violation of the 17th Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification —“In this, that he, Private Benjamin F. Craig, Co. F, 9th 
Cavalry, did lose, through neglect, one carbine, the property of the 
United States, and for which Captain Henry Carroll, 9th Cavalry, is 
responsible, which had been issued to him, the said Private 
Benjamin F. Craig, Co. F, 9th Cavalry, by his company com¬ 
mander. This at Fort Clark, Texas, on or about December 24, 
1875.” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, haviug maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charges and specifications, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Benjamin F. Craig, 
Co. F, 9th Cavalry, “To make good to the United States the loss of one 
Springfield carbine, cal. .45, fifty ($50) dollars, and of one saddle, 
seven ($7) dollars, and to forfeit ten ($10) dollars per month of his pay 
for three (3) months, and be confined at hard labor at the post where his 
company may be serving for the same period.” 

4. Private William Bums, Co. K, 10th Infantry. 

Charge I—“Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification— “In this, that he, Private William Burns, Co. K, 10th Infan¬ 
try, did, privately and feloniously, with intent to steal, take from 
the quarters of Co. K, 10th Infantry, one (1) Government great coat, 
being part of the clothing issued to Private Ludwig Kuntsler, of Co. 
K, 10th Infantry, and did sell the same, and did appropriate the 
proceeds of said sale to his own use and benefit. This at Fort Clark, 
Texas, January 17, 1876.” 

Charge II—‘ ‘ Violation of the 17th Article of War. ” 





Specification—“In this, that ho, Private Willi 
try, did sell one (1) great coat, the sam 
issued to him by the United States Got 
Texas, January 16, 1876. ’ ’ 

To which charges and specifications the ac 
To tlie first charge and its specification, 

To the second charge and its specification, 


' n 'Burns, Co. K, 10th Infan¬ 
te being part of the clothing 
eminent. This at Fort Clark, 


used: 


iving maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 


Of the charges and specifications, “Guilty. ’ ’ 

.Sentence . 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private William Burns, Co. 
K, 10th Infantry, “To be confined at hard labor in the post guard house 
lor five (5) months, and to forfeit five ($.>) dollars per monlh of his 
monthly pay for the same period. ’ ’ 

The court is thus lenient on account of the evident youth n 


le accused. 


1 mexperi- 


IV. In the case of Private John Brooks, Co. A, 9th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly 
executed. 

The military prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is designated as the 
place of confinement, where the prisoner will be sent, under suitable 
guard, and turned over to the commanding olficer with a copv of thi< 
order. 

In the case of Private Benjamin 
ceedings, findings and sentence ar 
duly executed. 

in the case of Private William Barns, Co. K, 10th Infantry, the proceed¬ 
ings are approved. The findings to the first charge and its specification 
are disapproved. The corpus delicti —the fact that an overcoat belonging 
to Private Ludwig Kuntzler was stolen at all by any one-is not established 
by legal evidence. There is evidence that the prisoner acknowledged to 
having sold a great coat the evening Kuntzler is said to have lost his, with¬ 
out admitting whose coat it was, but the fact that the said Kuntzler did lose 
a great coat then, or at any time, is only shown by purely hearsay 
evidence. 

The findings to the second charge and its specification are approved. 
I he sentence is reduced to read “To be confined at hard labor in charge 
of the guard for one month, and to forfeit to the United States five dollars 
of his pay,” and, as mitigated, will be duly executed. 


V. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Concho, 
Texas, on Thursday, February 17, 1876, pursuant to paragraph II, Special 
Orders No. 25, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated February 11, 
1876, San Antonio, Texas, of which Captain F. E. Lacey, 10th Infantry, 
is President, and First Lieutenant M. M. Maxon, 10th Cavalry, Judge 
Advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

5. Private Henry Smith, Co. A, 10th Cavalry. 
pline A ” GE * “Conduct prejudicial to good order and military disci- 

Specification ‘In that Private Henry Smith, Co. A, 10th Cavalry, did pre¬ 
sent to Joseph Loeb & Co., Fort Concho, Texas, a due bill, and did 
obtain thereon goods to the amount of five (5) dollars, more or less, 
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in which said due bill he (the said Private Henry Smith) did promise 
to pay to the said Joseph Loeb & Co. the sum of five (5) dollars, 
which said due bill purported to be approved by the signature of 
Captain Nolan, commanding Co. A, 10th Cavalry, which said signa¬ 
ture of the said Captain Nolan was a forgery within the knowledge 
of the said Private Henry Smith, Co. A, 10th Cavalry, the said Cap¬ 
tain Nolan not having signed or authorized his signature to the ap¬ 
proval on said due bill. This at Fort Concho, Texas, on or about 
November 19, 1875. ’ ’ 

Charge II—“Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification— “In that Private Henry Smith, Co. A, 10th Cavalry, did enter 
the quarters of Mrs. Armstrong, a laundress of said company, and 
did steal therefrom and appropriate to his own use and benefit twen¬ 
ty-eight (28) pounds of tobacco, more or less, valued at fourteen (14) 
dollars, move or less. ” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Not Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the charges and specifications, “Guilty.” 


And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Henry Smith, Co. A, 
10th Cavalry, “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, forfeiting all pay and allowances now due or to become due, and 
to be confined in such penitentiary as the Department Commander may 
designate for the period of five (5) years.” 

6. Private James Needham, Co. D, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification— “In that he, Private James Needham, Co. D, 10th Cavalry, did 
steal, carry away, and sell or dispose of, for his own benefit, two (2) 
woolen blankets, of the value of eight dollars, more or less, the 
property of Sergeant John Turner, Co. D, 10th Cavalry. This at 
Fort Concho, Texas, on or about the 25th day of December, 1875. ’ ’ 
To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Not Guilty. ’’ 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: ^ _ 

Of the charge and specification, “Not Guilty.” 

And the court does therefore acquit him, Private James Needham, Co. D, 
10th Cavalry. _ 


VI. In the case of Private Henry Smith, Co. A, 9fh Cavalry, 
the findings to the first charge and its specification are disapproved, 
as not being conclusively proved. Though it is established, that 
the main body of the paper forged is in the prisoner’s hand writing, 
there is not a particle of proof that he forged the signature thereto, 
as alleged, or that he presented, or caused to be presented, the forged 
check. 

The Department Commander would, moreover, in this connection, call 
attention to the fact that the practice of company commanders approving 
orders or due bills, on post traders or other merchants, signed by a soldier, 
with a view of constraining payment thereon, is, in a measure, equivalent 
to allowing traders a lien on the soldier’s pay to the extent named in the 






orders, and is not only unauthorized ljy any law but is repugnant to pre¬ 
vious legislation abolishing the sutler’s lien, and in opposition to instruc¬ 
tions from the War Department. (See Circulars 5 and 18, Headquarters 
Department of Texas, 1871; Circulars Adjutant General’s Office, June", 
1871, and March 25, 1872; Section 3, Chapter!, Act approved December24, 
1861. See, also, remarks in the case of Private Jesse Gardiner in General 
Court Martial Orders No. s. Headquarters Department of Texas, series of 
1874). 

The findings to the second charge and specification are also disapproved, 
the evidence in support thereof not being sufficiently satisfactory or con- 

It is also to be remarked that in the specfication to the second charge, 
as copied into the record, no date or place of the offence is set forth, 
although both are in the original charges. 

Subject to the above remarks the proceedings are approved. The sen¬ 
tence is disapproved. Private Smith will be released from confinement 
and returned to duty. 

' In the case of Private James Needham, Co. D, 10th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and acquittal are approved. 

(Orders have already been issued for his release from confinement). 


VII. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Davis, 
Texas, on Monday, October 25, 1875, pursuant to paragraph III, Special 
Orders No. 193, and paragraph I, Special OrdersNo. 17, Headquarters De¬ 
partment of Texas, dated, respectively, October 9, 1875, and January 28, 
1876, San Antonio, Texas, of which Colonel G. L. Andrews, 25th Infan¬ 
try, is President, and Second Lieutenant Harry Beade, 25th Infantry, 
Judge Advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

7. Recruit Isaac Maynerd, 25th Infantry. 

CnARGE— “ Violation of the 62nd Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification 1st—“In this, that he, Recruit Isaac Maynerd, 25th Infantry, 
did borrow one great coat, of the money value of six dollars and 
forty-four cents, more or less, the property of Recruit John H. Smith, 
25th Infantry, and did fail to return the same. This at or near Fort 
Stockton, Texas, on or about December 25, 1875.” 

Specification 2nd —‘‘In this, that he. Recruit Isaac Maynerd, 25th Infantry, 
did borrow one great coat, of the money value of six dollars and 
forty-four cents, the property of Recruit William Saunders, 25th In¬ 
fantry, and did sell the same, and did appropriate the proceeds to his 
own use and benefit. This at Fort Stockton, Texas, on or about De¬ 
cember 25, 1875.’’ 

Specification 3rd —“In this, that he, Recruit Isaac Maynerd , 25th Infantry, 
did feloniously steal, take and carry away, and appropriate to his 
own use, one great coat, of the value of six dollars and forty-four 
cents, more or less, the property of Recruit William H. Williams, 
Co. H, 25th Infantry. This at or near Fort Davis, Texas, on or about 
January 4, 1876.” 

To which charge and specifications the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused; 

Of the charge and specifications, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Recruit Isaac Maynerd, 25th 
Infantry, “To be dishonorably discharged from the service of the United 
States, with forfeiture of all pay and allowances now due or that may be- 
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come due, except the just dues of the laundress, and to be confined in 
charge of the guard, at hard labor, at. the post where his company may be 
serving for the period of six (6) months.” 

VIII. In the case of Recruit Isaac Maynerd, 35th Infantry, the proceed¬ 
ings. findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly 
executed. 

IX. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Griffin, 
Texas, on Tuesday, August 10, 1875, pursuant to paragraph II, Special 
Orders No. 140, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated, July 27, 1875, 
San Antonio, Texas, of which Captain G. L. Ciioisy, 11th Infantry, is 
President, and First Lieutenant John Whitney, 11th Infantry, Judge Ad¬ 
vocate, was arraigned and tried: 

8. Private Richard Conway, Co. E, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge I—‘ ‘Violation of the 32nd Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification—" In this, that he, Private Richard Conway, Co. E, 10th Cav¬ 
alry, did absent himself from his company without permission from 
his company commander. ” 

Charge II—‘ ‘Violation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Specification _‘‘In this, that Private Richard Co nvoy, Co. E, 10th Cavalry, 

when being arrested for being absent from his company without 
proper authority, by the corporal of the guard, (Corporal George 
Young, Co. B, 10th Cavalry), did resist the said corporal by striking 
him on the head and body, using, at the same time, abusive language 
towards the same. All this at or near Fort Griffin, Texas, between 
the hours of 12 and 1 A. M., December 26, 1875.” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded: 

To the first charge and its specification, ‘ ‘ Guilty. ” 

To the second charge and its specification, ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ’ ’ 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

O f the charges and specifications, 1 ‘ Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence . 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Richard Conway, Co. 
E, 10th Cavalry, ‘‘To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
Stales, with forfeiture of all pay and allow mecs now due or that may be¬ 
come due him, and to be confined at hard labor in such military prison as 
the Department Commander may designate for the period of one (1) year. 

X. In the case of Privale Richard Conway, Co. E, 10th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be 
duly executed. 

The military prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is designated as the 
place of confinement, where the prisoner will be sent, under suitable 
guard, and turned over to the commanding officer with a copy of this order. 

XI. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort McKavett, 
Texas, on Monday, December 13, 1875, pursuant to paragraph III, Specia 
Orders No. 229, and paragraph I, Special Orders No. 233, Headquarters 
Department of Texas, dated, respectively, December 6 and 10, 1875, San 
Antonio, Texas, of which Major T. M. Anderson, 10th Infantry, is Presi¬ 
dent, and Second Lieutenant Alured Larke, 10th Infantry, Judge Advo¬ 
cate, was arraigned and tried: 
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0. Private Philip Smith ^ Co. B, 10th Infantry. 

Charge 1—“Violation of the 38th Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification —“Jn this, that Philip Smith, private Co. B, loth Infantry, 
having been duly mounted as a member of the post guard, did be¬ 
come so drunk as to be unable to perform his duty. This at Fort 
McKavctt, Texas, on the 19th day of January, 1870. ” 

Charge II—“Conduct prejudicial to good order and military disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification —“In this, that Private Philip Smith, Co. B, 10th Infantry, 
did, when a member of the post guard, carry into the guardhouse 
one (1) bottle of intoxicating liquor, and conceal the same about his 
person. This at Fort McKavett, Texas, on the 19th day of January, 
1876.” 

Additional Charge I—“Drunkenness, to the prejudice of good order 
ami military discipline.” 

(Ten specifications setting forth several acts of drunkenness on December 23, 
24, 26, 27 , 29, 1875, January 1, 3, 5, 13, 15, 1870.) 

Additional Charge II—‘ ‘Violation of the 38th Article of War. ’ ’ 
Specification 1st —“In this, that Private Philip Smith, Co. B, 10th Infantry, 
being on duty as room orderly, did become so much under the influ¬ 
ence of intoxicating liquor as to be untit to properly perform said 
duty. This at Fort McKavett, Texas, on or about December 25, 

1875. ” 

Specification 2nd —“In this, that Private Philip Smith, Co. B, 10th Infantry, 
being on duty as room orderly, did become so much under the influ¬ 
ence of intoxicating liquor as to be unlit for the proper performance 
of said duty. This at Fort McKavett, Texas, on or about Decem¬ 
ber 31, 1875.” 

Specification 3rd—“In this, that Private Philip Smith, Co. B, 10th Infantry, 
being on duty as room orderly, did become so much under the influ¬ 
ence of intoxicating liquor as to be unfit for the proper performance 
of said duty. This at Fort McKavett, Texas, onorabout January 4, 

1876. ’> 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded as follows: 

To the second charge and its specification, “Guilty.” 

To the remaining charges and specifications, “Not Guilty. ’ ’ 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the first and second charges and their specifications, “Guilty. ” 

Of the first, second, third, fourth and fifth specifications, first additional 
charge, “Guilty.” 

Of the remaining specifications, first additional charge, “Not Guilty.” 

Of the first additional charge, “Guilty.” 

► Of the first specification, second additional charge, “Guilty.” 

Of the second and third specifications, second additional charge, “Not 
Guilty.” 

Of the second additional charge, “Guilty. ’’ 

Sentence . 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Philip Smith, Co. B, 
10th Infantry, “To forfeit to the United States ten (10) dollars of his 
monthly pay for the period of four (4) months, and to be confined at hard 
labor under charge of the guard for the period of one (1) month. ’ ’ 
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The court is thus lenient on account of the short period the prisoner has 
been in Hie regular army and his good record in the volunteer service clu- 
nng the late war, as shown in evidence, and believing that he will profit 
by this lesson and improve his habits of sobriety. 


XII. In the case of Private Philip Smith, Co. B, 10th Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings are approved. The findings to the sixth, seventh, eighth, ninth 
and tenth specifications to the first additional charge, and second and third 
specifications to the second additional charge, are disapproved. The evi¬ 
dence both for and against these specifications seems to be very nearly 
identical with that which refers to the other specifications to the same 
charges of which the prisoner was found guilty, and no reason is apparent 
in the record for the discrimination of the court. As the Commanding 
General does not approve of soldiers being sentenced to loss of pay while 
doing their full duty, only so much of the sentence as imposes confinement 
at hard labor in charge of the guard and forfeiture often dollars of his pay 
tor the period of one month will be carried into effect. 

1>V COMMAND OF BRIGADIER GENERAL CRD: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 







CASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT CLARK, TEXAS. 

2* Private EdwardMeS&nrie.Company G, 10th Infantry. 

i'nvate Edwaid McKenzie.Company I, 9th Cavalry. 

AT FORT McKAVETT, TEXAS. 

I Prime \l]en e D P wIk«.Company I, 10th Infantrv. 

■ i rivare Alien D. Speaks.Company K, 10th Cavalry. 

AT FORT RICHARDSON , TEXAS. 
a. Private Thomas Hoard. Company D, 5th Artillery. 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
. San Antonio, Texas, February 7, 1876. ’ 
General Court Martial l 
Orders No. 4. \ 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Clark Texas 
on Wednesday, December 1, 1875, pursuant to paragraph V, Special'Or¬ 
ders No. 223, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated November 26 
ltho San Antonio, Texas, of which Captain J. A. P. Hampsox, 10th In¬ 
fantry, is President, and First Lieutenant M. B. Highes, 9th Cavalry 
Judge Advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

1. Private David George, Co. G, 10th Infantry. 

Charge— ‘ ‘Conduct prejudicial to good order and militarv discipline ” 
Specification I«-“In this, that Private David George, G Co.," 10th Infantry 
dtd present to James Cornell an order for the sum of live ($5.00) dol¬ 
lars, dated November 25, 1875, having on the face thereof the false or 
forged signature of his company commander, purporting an appro- 
val of said order, and did obtain thereon goods or credit therefor 
from said Cornell to said amount. This at Brackett, Kinney countv 
lexas, on or about November 26, 1875. ” 

Specification 2nd-“In this, that Private David George, GCo., 10th Infantrv 
did present to James Cornell an order for the sum of live ($5.00) dol¬ 
lars, dated November 30, 1875, having on the face thereof the false or 
forged signature of his company commander, purporting an appro¬ 
val of said order, and did obtain thereon goods or credit therefor 
lrom said Cornell to said amount. This at Brackett, Kinney county 
I exas, on or about November 30, 1875 . 19 J ’ 

To which charge and specifications the accused pleaded “Not Guilty.” 

accused 0 ”'^ haV “ g maturel y considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
Of the charge and specifications, “Not Guilty ” 

And the court does therefore acquit him, Private David Georoe Co r 
10th Infantry. y ’ ”> 

2. Private Edward McKenzie, Co. I, 9th Cavalry. 

Charge I-‘ ‘Conduct prejudicial to good order and military discipline > > 
Specification— ‘ ‘In this, that he, Private Edward McKenzie, Co. I 9th Cav- 
alry , being a member of the post guard, and having permission to 
go to his dinner with orders to return in time to go on post at 1 
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o’clock P, m. , did fail to return to his guard, and did remain absent 
until brought back at 3 o’clock p. m. This at Fort Clark, Texas, 

January 18, 1876.” 

Charge II— ‘‘Violation of the 38th Article of War.” 

Specification—“In this, that he, Private Edward McKenzie, Co. I, 9th Cav¬ 
alry, being a member of the post guard, did become so drunk as to * 

be totally unable to perform any duty whatever. This at Fort Clark, 

Texas, January 18, 1876.” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charges and specifications, “Guilty.” 

Sentence . 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Edward McKenzie, 

Co. I, 9th Cavalry, “To forfeit to the United States ten dollars of his 
monthly pay, per month, for four months, and be confined at hard labor 
for same period.” 

II. In the case of Private Vaoid George, Co. G, 10th Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings. findings and acquittal are approved. 

(Orde>s have already been issued for his release from confinement). 

In the case of Private Edward McKenzie, Co. I, 9th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and sentence are approved. Taking into consideration the 
circumstances of the case and the unanimous recommendation to mercy 
by the court, the sentence is remitted. He will be released from confine¬ 
ment and returned to duty. 

III. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort McKavett, 

Texas, on Monday, December 13, 1875, pursuant to paragraph III, Special 
Orders No. 229, and paragraph I, Special Orders No. 233, Headquarters 
Department of Texas, dated, respectively, December 6 and 10, 1875, San 
Antonio, Texas, of which Major T. M. Anderson, 10th Infantry, is Presi¬ 
dent, and Second Lieutenant Alured Larke, 10th Infantry, Judge Advo¬ 
cate, were arraigned and tried: 

3. Private Charles Pulsfort, Co. I, 10th Infantry. 

Charge—* ‘ Desertion. ” 

Specification— “In this, that Private Charles Pulsfort, (late sergeant), Co. I, 

10th Infantry, a duly enlisted soldier in the army of the United 
States, did desert the said service at Fort McKavett, Texas, on or 
about the 4th day of January, 1876, and did remain absent until ap¬ 
prehended at or near Rock springs, Texas, on or about the7tli day of 
January, 1876.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, “Guilty.” 

Sentence . 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Charles Pulsfort, Co. 

I, 10th Infantry, “To be dishonorably discharged from the service of the 
United States, with loss of all pay and allowances now due or to become 
due, the just dues of the laundress excepted, and to be confined at hard la¬ 
bor in such military prison as the reviewing authority may direct for the JL 
period of six (6) months.” ■ 

The court is thus lenient in consideration of the former good character of 
the prisoner as shown in the evidence. 

4. Private Allen T). Speaks, Co. K, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge I—“Violation of the 40th Article of War. ’’ 













IV. In the case of Private Charles Pulsfort, Co. I, 10th Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and senteuceave approved, and the sentence will be duly 
executed • the period of confinement to commence at the expiration of the 
term of confinement the prisoner is already undergoing per General Court 
Martial Orders No. 47, series of 1X75, modified per paragraph VI, Special 

Orders No. 25, current series, from these Headquarters. 

The military prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is designated as the 
place of confinement. . , 

In the ca<*e of Private Allen D. Speaks, Co. K, 10th Cavalry, the proceed- 

ings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly 




ort Richard- 


V Before a General Court Martial which c- 

son' Texas, on Monday, January 20, 1875. pursuant to paragraph VI, Spe- 
eial’Orders No. 7, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated January 11, 
1875, San Antonio, Texas, of which Colonel W. II. Wood 11th Infantry, 
is President, and Second Lieutenant A. L. Myer, 11th Infantry, Judge 
Advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

5. Private Thomas Hoard, Co. D, 5th Artillery. 

Charge I—“Desertion.” 

Specification —‘ ‘That he, Private Thomas Hoard, of Co D, 5th Artillery 
being a duly enlisted soldier in the service ot the. United States, did 
desert the same on the 19th day of May, 1872. This at 1 ort W anen, 
Massachusetts.” 

Charge 11—“Violation of the 50th Article of War. ” 

.Specification —‘‘That he, Private Thomas Hoard, of Co. D, 5th U. S. Artil¬ 
lery having deserted the service of the United States, did enlist in 
the 11th Infantry without a regular discharge from the said 5th Ar¬ 
tillery. This at Boston, Massachusetts, on the 8th day of May, 18,4. 
To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded “Guilty. 

Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: • ‘ 

Of the charges and specifications, 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Thomas Hoard Co. 
D 5tli Artillery, “To he dishonorably discharged the service ol the L nited 
States forfeiting all pay and allowances now due or to become dhe, except 
the just dues of the laundress, and he confined in such military prison as 
the Department Commander may direct for the period o 


5C Of 


'rivate Thomas Hoard, Co. D, 5th Artillery, the pro- 
d sentence are approved, and the sentence will he 


VI. In the ci. 
ceedings, findings a 

d TUmTmary prison at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, is designated as the 
place of confinement, where the prisoner will be sent, under suitable 
guard, and turned over to the commanding officer with a copy of this order. 
BY COMMAND OF BlUGADIER GENERAL CRD: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 


Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 







CASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT CLARK, TEXAS. 

2* Private Company D, 9th Cavalry. 

8 Private JamesH Ga*e.Company D, 9th Cavalry. 

4 Private Isa^ Griffin S ...Company D, 9th Cavalry. 

Tate lsaao Criffin .Company D, 24tli Infantry. 

AT FORT GRIFFIN, TEXAS. 

5. Private John Hannin.Company G, 11th Infantry. 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, February 4, 1876. 
General Court Martial ) 

Orders No. 3. \ 


I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Clark Texas 
on Wednesday, December 1, 1875, pursuant to paragraph V, Special Or¬ 
ders No. 223, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated November ‘>6 
1875, San Antonio, Texas, of which Captain J. A. P. Hampson, 10th Ini 
fantry, is President, and First Lieutenant M. B. Hughes, 9th Cavalry- 
Judge Advocate, were arraigned and tried:. 

1. Private David Biggs, Co. D, 9th Cavalry. 

Charge— “ Desertion. ” 


Specification— “In this, that he, Private David Biggs, Co. I), 9th U.S. 
Cavalry, a duly enlisted soldier in the service of the United States 
did desert said service at Fort Clark, Texas, on orabont the 21st day 
ol September, 1875, and did remain absent therefrom until appre¬ 
hended at or near San Antonio, Texas, on or about the 4th day of 
January, 1876.” J 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 
Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, < ‘Guilty ’ > 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private David Biggs, Co. D 
9th Cavalry, • ‘To be confined at hard labor at such militaiy prison as the 
reviewing authority may designate for two (2) years; to forfeit all pay and 
allowances now due or to become due, and to be dishonorably discharged 
the service of the United States.” 

2. Private John IV. Brewer, Co. D, 9th Cavalry. 

Chauge — 4 ‘Desertion .* 1 

Specification —‘ ‘In this, that he, Private John TV. Brewer , Co. D, 9th Cav- 
airy, a duly enlisted soldier in the military service of the United 
States, did desert said service at Fort Clark, Texas, on or about the 
9th day of November, 1875, and did remain absent therefrom until 
apprehended and brought back, under guard, to the same post on or 
about the 25th day of November, 1875.” 













‘ ‘ Guilty. ’ 


To which charge and specification the accused pleaded * ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, ‘ ‘ Guilty • ’ ’ 

Sentence . 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private John W. Brewer, Co. 

D >)th Cavalry, “To forfeit all pay and allowances due or to become due; 
to'lie dishonorably discharged, and confined at hard labor for the period of 
two (2) years in such military prison as the reviewing authority may desig- 

3. Private James H. Gage, Co. D, 9th Cavalry. 

Charge—“D esertion.” „ „ 

Specification —‘‘In this, that he, Private James H. Gage, Co. D, 9th Cavalry, 
a duly enlisted soldier in the service of the United States, did desert 
said service at Fort Clark, Texas, on or about the 9th day of No¬ 
vember, 1875, and did remain absent therefrom until apprehended 
and brought back to the same post, under guard, on or about the 
25th day of November, 1875.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Guilty. 

Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private James H. Gage, to. 

D„ 9th Cavalrv, “To forfeit all pay and allowances now due or to become 

due; to be dishonorably discharged the service, and confined at hard la¬ 
bor for the period of two (2) years at such military prison as the revieu ing 
authority may designate. ’ ’ 
i. Private Isaac Griffin, Co. D, 24th Infantry. 

Charge I—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War. ’ ’ 

Specification— 1 ‘In this, that Private Isaac Griffin, Co. D, 24th Infantry, on 
‘ extra dutv in the post hospital Fort Duncan, Texas, did, on the 13th 
of November, 1875, absent himself therefrom (without authority) 
between taps and reveille next morning. All this at Fort Duncan, 
Texas, and at the date specified. ” 

Charge II—“Violation of the 17th Article of War.” 

Specification 1st—“In this, that Private Isaac Griffin, Co. D, 24th Infantry, 
on extra duty in the post hospital Fort Duncan, Texas ^ did sell to 
one Clive Houston, on or about the 7th of November, 1875, one pair 
of new trowsers and one shirt, clothing he had drawn from the U. S. 
Government on the 14th of October, 1875, for his own use. All this 
at Fort Duncan, Texas, and at the dates above specified. ’ ’ 
Specification 2nd —‘‘In this, that Private Isaac Griffin, Co. D, 24th Infantry, 
on extra duty in the post hospital Fort Duncan, Texas, did lose or 
sell two (2) new pairs of drawers which he had drawn from the U. b. 
Government on the 14th of October, 1875, for his own use. All this 
at Fort Duncan, Texas, and at the date above specified. ’ ’ 

Charge III—‘‘ Violation of the 62nd Article of Wav.” 

Specification —‘ ‘In this, that Private Isaac Griffln, Co. D, 24th Infantry on 
extra duty in the post hospital Fort Duncan, Texas, did, on the 13th 
of November, 1875, steal from the post library one (1) blanket, one 
(1) pair of new trowsers, one (1) great coat and one (1) Mouse, the 
property of the librarian, Musician William Griffin, Co. H, 10th In¬ 
fantry . All this at Fort Duncan, Texas, and at the date above speci- 
fled.’ 5 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded. 





To the first and second charges and their specifications, ■ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

To the third charge and its specification, ‘ ‘Not Guilty. ’ ’ 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the first and second charges and their specifications, ‘ ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Of the specification, third charge, “Guilty, except the words ‘one (1) 
blanket,’ and ‘one (1) pair of new trowsers, ’ and of the excepted words, 

Of the third charge, “Guilty. ” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Isaac Griffin, Co. D, 
24th Infantry, “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, with loss of all pay due or to become due, and to be confined at 
hard labor in such penitentiary as the reviewing authority may desig¬ 
nate for the period of two (2) years. ” 


II. In the case of Private David Biggs, Co. D, 9th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly 
executed. 

In the cases of Privates John W. Brewer and James H. Gage, Co. D, 9th 
Cavalry, the proceedings, findings and sentences are approved. The period 
of confinement, in each case, is reduced to twenty-three months; and, as 
mitigated, will be duly executed. 

In the cases of Privates Biggs, Brewer and Gage the military prison at 
Fort Leav'enworth, Kansas, is designated as the place of confinement, 
where the prisoners will be sent, under suitable guard, and turned over to 
the commanding officer with a copy of this order. 

In the case of Private Isaac Griffin, Co. D, 24th Infantry, the proceed¬ 
ings and findings are approved, except so much of the findings to the speci¬ 
fication to the third charge as declares the prisoner guilty of stealing the 
overcoat, the evidence thereof not being conclusive. The period of con¬ 
finement is reduced to twenty-three months. As mitigated, the sentence is 
confirmed and will be duly executed. 

In accordance with instructions from the Adjutant General’s Office the 
proceedings in the case of Private Griffin will be forwarded for the orders 
of the Secretary of War. 


HI. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Griffin, 
Texas, on Tuesday, August 10, 1875, pursuant to paragraph II, Special 
Orders No. 149, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated, July 27, 1875, 
San Antonio, Texas, of which Captain G. L. ChoiSY, 11th Infantry, is 
President, and First Lieutenant John Whitney, 11th Infantry, Judge Ad¬ 
vocate, was arraigned and tried: 

5. Private John Hannin, Co. G, 11th Infantry. 

Charge —“Sleeping on post, in violation of the 39th Article of War. ’ ’ 
Specification —“In this, that he, Private John Hannin, Co. G, 11th Infantry, 
having been duly mounted a member of the post guard and posted a 
sentinel over the Government hay stacks, did lie down, and was 
found sleeping on said post. All this at Fort Griffin, Texas, between 
the hours of 12 and 1 a. si. , of the 26th December, 1875. ’’ 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Guilty. ” 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused 







“Guilty.” 
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Of the charge and specification, 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private John Hannin, Co. G, 
11th Infantry, “To be confined at hard labor under charge of the post 
guard for six (6) months, and to forfeit to the United States ten (10) dol¬ 
lars per month of his monthly pay for seven (7) months.” 


IV. In the case of Private John Hannin, Co. G, 11th Infantry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved. The sentence is mitigated 
to read ‘ ‘To he confined at hard labor under charge of the guard for six (6) 
months, and to forfeit to the United States ten dollars of his monthly pay 
for the same period, ’ ’ and, as mitigated, will be duly executed. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official : 


Aide-de-Camp. 
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CASES TRIED BY A GENERAL COURT MARTIAL. 


AT FORT BROWN, TEXAS. 

1 Pnyate John McVicker.Company D, 8th Cavalry. 

AT FORT DAVIS, TEXAS. 

1: BBS .'£ ass- 

if=Kfe"-;:rr'S«£l 

6. Private George W. Harding .Company H, 10th Cavalry.' 

AT FORT GRIFFIN, TEXAS. 

7. Private John T. Green.Company E, 10th Cavalry. 

AT FORT McKAVETT, TEXAS. 

8. Private Gordon Hightower.Company C, 10th Cavalry. 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, January 25, 1876. 
General Court Martial > 

Orders No. 2. $ 

I. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Brown, Texas, 
per paragraph I, Special Orders No. 213, Headquarters Department of 
Texas, dated November 11, 1875, San Antonio, Texas, of which Colonel 
Edwaud Hatch, 9th Cavalry, is President, and Captain J.W. Clops 
21th Infantry, Judge Advocate, was arraigned and tried- 
1. Private John McVicker, Co. D, 8th Cavalry. 

Ciiaege-“ Assault, with intent to kill, to the prejudice of good order 
and military discipline. ’ 5 

Specification “In this, that Private John McVicker, Co. D, 8th Cavalry, 
did, on or about the 23rd day of November, 1875, at or near Edin¬ 
burgh, Texas, with malice and intent to kill, assault, with a deadly 
weapon, to-wit: a loaded Colt’s revolver, Private Charles Allen, of 
Co. D, 8th Cavalry, and did, then and there, inflict upon the person 
of the said Private Allen a dangerous wound. ’’ 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded 1 ‘Not Guilty. ’ ’ 
Fisdisg. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

Of the chargeand specification, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private John McVicker, Co. 
D, 8th Cavalry, “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, with loss of all pay and allowances due or to become due, and to 
be confined at hard labor in such penitentiary as the Department Com¬ 
mander may designate for the period of seven (7) years. ’ ’ 


















II. In the case of Private John McVicker, Co. D, 8th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will he 
duly executed. In accordance with instructions from the Adjutant Gene¬ 
ral’s Office the proceedings will be forwarded for the orders of the Secre¬ 
tary of War. 

III. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Davis, Texas, 
on Monday, October 25, 1875, pursuant to paragraph III, Special Orders 
No. 193, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated October 9, 1875, San 
Antonio, Texas, of which Colonel G. L. Axdrews, 25th Infantry, is Pres¬ 
ident, and First Lieutenant C. N. Gray, Adjutant 25th Infantry, Judge 
Advocate, were arraigned and tried: 

2. Private William, Chase, Co. H, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge I—“Violation of the 33rd Article of War.” 

Specification —“In this, that Private William Chase, of Co. H, 10th Cavalry, 
having been duly notified of his detail for guard for December 3, 
1875, at retreat December 2, 1875, did, without authority, fail to be 
present at the inspection of the detail at guard mounting by the first 
sergeant. This at FortDavis, Texas, onoraboutDecember3, 1875.” 
Charge II—“Conduct prejudicial to good order and military disci- 
plrne.” 

Specification 1st — 1 ‘In this, that Private William Chase, of Co. H, 10th Cav¬ 
alry, having been informed by the first sergeant that he (Private 
Chase) would be confined if he did not mate his appearance in time 
for the inspection of the detail for guard, did reply, in an insolent 
manner, that he ‘ did not care if they did put him in the guard house, ’ 
or word’s to that effect. This at Fort Davis, Texas, on or about the 
3rd day of December, 1875.” 

Specification 2 nd—‘ ‘In this, that Private William Chase, of Co. H, 10th Cav¬ 
alry, having, without authority, crossed the Rio Grande to the town 
of Presidio del Norte, Mexico, became under the influence of liquor 
and was disorderly there and on his return. This near Del Norte, 
Texas, on or about the 12th day of November, 1875. ’ ’ 

Charge III—“Violation of the 32nd Article of War.” 

Specification-' ‘In this, that Private William Chase, of Co. H, 10th Cavalry, 
did absent himself from his company, without authority, on or about 
the evening of the 12th day of November, 1875, and go to tire town of 
Presidio del Norte, Mexico, and did remain absent until on or about 
11 o’clock that night. This near Del Norte, Texas, on or about the 
dates above specified.” 

To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded ‘ ‘Guilty. 

Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charges and specifications, “Guilty.” 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private William Chase, Co. 
H, 10th Cavalry, “To forfeit to the United States ten (10) dollars per 
month of his pay for four (1) months.” 

3. Private Andy Clayton, Co. H, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge— “Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military disci- 

Specijication —‘ ‘In this, that Private Andy Clayton, of Co. H, 10th Cavalry, 
having been duly posted as a sentinel over the property pertaining to 
Co. H, 10th Cavalry, including the wagons containing supplies, did 
climb into one of the said wagons and feloniously steal therefrom a 







quantity of bread—rations pertaining to Co. H, 10th Cavalry. This 
at the camp of Co. H, 10th Cavalry, on the Rio Grande, on or about 
the '24th day of November, 1875.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, < ‘Guiltv.’’ 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Andy Clayton, Co. H, 
10th Cavalry, To forfeit to the United States ten (10J dollars per month for 
six months, and to be confined at hard labor in charge of the guard for the 
same period, with the exception of the last fourteen days, which shall be 
in solitary confinement on bread and water diet.” 

4. Private William Johnson , Co. B, 25th Infantry. 

Chabge—“V iolation of the 62nd Article of War.” 

Specification —“In this, that Private William Johnson, Co. B, 25th Infantry, 
with a deadly weapon, to-wit: a knife, did, feloniously, wilfully, 
maliciously and of his malice aforethought, assault, with intent to 
kill, Private James Degroot, Co. B, 25th Infantry, and in further¬ 
ance of said felonious design did inflict on the person of the said De¬ 
groot, with the knife mentioned, one or more severe wounds; and 
did continue his felonious assault in and upon the person of the said 
Private Degroot until restrained by a member of the post guard. 
This at Port Davis, Texas, on or about the 5th dav of November, 
1875.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded: 

To the specification, “Guilty, except the words ‘feloniously, wilfully, 
maliciously and of his malice aforethought, ’ and of the excepted words, 
not guilty.” 

To the charge, ‘ ‘Not Guilty.'’ 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: 

, Of the charge and specification, 1 ‘Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private William Johnson, Co. 
B, 25th Infantry, ‘ ‘ To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, with the loss of all pay and allowances now due or that may be¬ 
come due, and then to be confined in such penitentiary as the proper au¬ 
thority may direct for the period of ten (10) years, at hard labor.” 

5. Private Henry Miles, Co. B, 25th Infantry. 

Charge—“C onduct to the prejudice of good order and-military disci¬ 
pline.” 

Specification —‘ ‘That Private Henry Miles, Co. B, 25th Infantry, having been 
regularly posted as sentinel No. 1, which included in his beat the 
subsistence storehouse, did, while so on duty, forcibly pry off two 
iron bars on one of the windows, and did feloniously steal from said 
storehouse the following articles, the property of the United States 
and for which First Lieutenant W. I. Sanborn, 25th Infantry, A. C. 
S., is accountable, to-wit: three pounds of tobacco, three cakes of 
toilet soap and three cans of sardines, of the total value of two dol¬ 
lars and sixty cents. This atFort Quitman, Texas, on the night from 
October 21 to October 22, 1875.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded ‘‘Not Guilty.” 





Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: ^ . ,, , _ 

Of the specification, “Guilty, except the words from October 21 to Oc¬ 
tober 22, ’ substituting therefor the words ‘from October 20 to October 81, 
and of the excepted words, not guilty. ” . ,, 

Of the charge, “Guilty. 

Sentence . 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private Henri/ Miles, Co. 15. 
25th Infantry, “To be dishonorably discharged from the service of the 
United States, with the loss of all pay and allowances now due or that 
may become due, except the just dues of the laundress, and to be confined 
at hard labor in such penitentiary as the Department Commander may di¬ 
rect for the period of two (2j years.” 

IV. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Davis, 
Texas, on Monday, May 3, 1875, pursuant to paragraph II, Special Orders 
No. 77, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated April 24, 1875, San An¬ 
tonio, Texas, of which Captain David Schooley, 25th Infantry, is Presi¬ 
dent, and First Lieutenant C. N. Guay, Adjutant 25th Infantry, Judge 
Advocate, was arraigned and tried: 

0. Private George W. Harding, Co. H, 10th Cavalry. 

Chakge— “Theft, to the prejudice of good order and military disci- 

Specijication —‘ ‘In this, that Private George W. Harding, of Co. H, 10th 
Cavalry, did feloniously steal, take, carry away and appropriate to 
his own use and benefit, one (1) Colt’s improved revolver, cal. .45, 
No. 567, of the value of thirteen dollars, the property of the United 
States and for which Captain L. H. Carpenter, 10th Cavalry, is re¬ 
sponsible, and did sell said revolver to one Hamilton P. Jones, a 
citizen residing near Fort Davis, Texas. Thisator near tort Davis, 
Texas, on or about the 18th day of August, 1875. ’ ’ 

To which charge aud specification the accused pleaded “Not Guilty.” 
Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: .. ,, 

Of the charge and specification. Guilty. 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private George W. Harding, 
Co. H, 10th Cavalry, To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, and to forfeit all pay and allowances now due or to become 
due, and to be confined in such military prison as the Commanding Gene¬ 
ral of the Department may designate for the period of one (1) year.” 


V. In the case of Private William Chase, Co. H, 10th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings and findings are approved. In order that the prisoner may not 
escape punishment the sentence is also approved, although the depart¬ 
ment Commander does not approve, asageneral thing, of courts awarding 
sentences of stoppage of pay unaccompanied with confinement, believing 
that soldiers who are required to do full duty should receive full pay. He 
is of opinion that, in a case like the present, it would be more conducive 
to the interests of the service fora court to award a stoppage less in amount, 
making the sentence equivalent in severity by imposing corresponding con¬ 
finement . 
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In the case of Private Andy Clayton, Co. H, 10th Cavalry, the proceed¬ 
ings, findings and sentence are approved, and the sentence will be duly 
executed. 

In the cases of Privates William Johnson and Henry Miles, Co. B, 25th In¬ 
fantry, the proceedings, findings and sentences are approved, and the sen¬ 
tences will be duly executed. 

In accordance with instructions from the Adjutant General’s Office the 
proceedings in the cases of Privates Johnson and Miles will be forwarded 
for the orders of the Secretary of War. 

In the case of Private George W. Harding, Co. H, 10th Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings and findings are approved. In view of the delay in publishing 
the proceedings the period of confinement is reduced to ten months, and, 
as mitigated, the sentence will be duly executed. 

The post of Fort Davis, Texas, is designated as the place of confinement. 


VI. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort Griffin, 
Texas, on Tuesday, August 10, 1875, pursuant to paragraph II, Special 
Orders No. 119, Headquarters Department of Texas, dated, July 27, 1875, 
San Antonio, Texas, of which Captain G. L. Choisy, lltli Infantry, is 
President, and First Lieutenant John Whitney, 11th Infantry, Judge Ad¬ 
vocate, was arraigned and tried: 

7. Private John T. Green, Co. E, 10th Cavalry. 

Charge —“Conduct prejudicial to good order and military discipline.’’ 
Specification —‘ ‘In this, that he, Private JoAn T. Green, Co.E, 10thCavalry, 
having been told by Corporal and Lance Sergeant Charles Key, Co. 
E, loth Cavalry, Acting Quartermaster Sergeant, to get his dinner 
and get out of the mess room, did, when Lance Sergeant Key tried 
to put him out, strike the said sergeant with his fist. This while 
Corporal and Lance Sergeant Key was in the execution of his office. 
This at Fort Griffin, Texas, on or about December 3, 1875.” 

To which charge and specification the accused pleaded “Guilty.” 

Finding. 

The court, after mature consideration, finds the accused: 

Of the charge and specification, “Guilty. ’’ 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Private John T. Green, Co. E, 
10th Cavalry, “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the United 
States, with forfeiture of all pay and allowances now due or that may be¬ 
come due him, and to be confined at hard labor in such military prison as 
the Department Commander may designate for the period of one (1) year.” 


VII. In the case of Private John T. Green, Co. E, lOtli Cavalry, the pro¬ 
ceedings and findings are approved. The sentence is mitigated to read 
‘ ‘To be confined at hard labor in charge of the guard for five months, for¬ 
feiting to the United States his pay for the same period,” and will be so 
executed. 

The station of his company is designated as the place of confinement. 


VIII. Before a General Court Martial which convened at Fort McKavett, 
Texas, on Monday, December 13, 1875, pursuant to paragraph III, Special 
Orders No. 229, and paragraph I, Special Orders No. 233, Headquarters 
Department of Texas, dated, respectively, December 6 and 10, 1875, San 
Antonio, Texas, of which Major T. M. Anderson, 10th Infantry, is Presi¬ 
dent, and Second Lieutenant Ai.uhed Lahke, 10th Infantry, Judge Advo¬ 
cate, was arraigned and tried: 









S. Private Gordon Hightower y Co. C, 10th Cavalry . 

Charge— 4 * Desertion. * 1 

Specification 1st—“In this, that he, Private Gordon Hightower , C Co., 10th 
Cavalry, a duly enlisted soldier in the service of the United States, 
did desert the said service and company at a camp near the Cheyenne 
Agency, Indian Territory, on or about the 27th day of January, 1871, 
and did remain absent until apprehended as a deserter on or about 
January 81, 1871. This at or near the Cheyenne Agency, Indian Ter¬ 
ritory , on or about the 27th day of January, 1871. ’ ’ 

Specification 2nd—“In this, that he, Private Gordon Hightower , C Co., 10th 

Cavalry, a duly enlisted soldier in the service of the United States, 

did desert the said service and company at Fort Sill, I. T., on or 
about the 20th day of September, 1871, and did remain absent until 
apprehended as a deserter at or near Denison, Texas, on or about the 
25th day of May, 1875. This at Fort Sill, Indian Territory, on or 
about the 20th day of September, 1871. ’ ’ 

To which charge and specifications the accused pleaded: ^ , 

To the first specification, ^ __ “Guilty. 

To the second specification, ‘ ‘- Nllt Guilty. 

To the charge, ‘ ‘ Gullty ' ’ 

Finding. 

The court, having maturely considered the evidence adduced, finds the 
accused: ,, 

Of the charge and specifications. Guilty. 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him. Private Gordon Hightower, 
Co. C, 10th Cavalry, “To be dishonorably discharged the service of the 
United States, with loss of all pay and allowances, except the just dues 
of the laundress, and to be confined at hard labor at such place as the re¬ 
viewing authority may direct for the period of one (1) year. 

The court is thus lenient on account of the ill treatment of the prisoner 
previous to his desertion, as shown by the evidence. 

IX. In the case of Private Gordon Hightower , Co. C, 10th Cavalry, the 
proceedings and the findings to the charge and the first specification ai e 
approved. The findings to the second specification are disapproved, as 
not being supported by sufficient legal proof. The sentence is approved 
but so much thereof as imposes hard labor and confinement for one year 
is remitted. As mitigated, the sentence will be duly executed. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 






HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF TEXAS, 
San Antonio, Texas, January 24, 1876. 
General Court Martial l 
Orders No. 1. ( 









Captain A. S. B. Keyes 


‘FORT CONCHO, TEXAS, 
September 25, 1875. 

S As I have applied to the post commander for:infer as h ‘“ 

S^UKa*. • .. „»p— «■ a .,m,8» : y. W .™»ce. 

Your obedient servant, 

(Signed.) EDWARD P. TURNER 

V 8 Second Lieutenant 10th Cavalry. 

which communication was disrespectful to his company commander, 

., ... tr MTni0 tn ivhnm it whs sent. This at Fort Concho, 

the said Captain Kejes, to A\nom iu\a 

Texas, on or about the 25th day of September, 18/5. 

Charge III— “Disobedience of orders. * * 

Specification l*t-“In this, that he, Second Lieutenant E P Turner 
10th Cavalry, having, on or about the 23rd September 1875, been or¬ 
dered by his Captain, A. S. B. Keyes, 10th Cavalry-his superior of¬ 
ficer and company commander—in the execution ol hisotlice, to state 
why he, Lieutenant Turner, ordered six men of his company (D, 10th 
Cavalry) to report to his, Lieutenant Turner’s, quarters without Ins, 
Captain Keyes’, knowledge, did refuse and fail to comply therewith. 
This at Fort Concho, Texas.” 

Specification 2nd —* ‘In this, that he, Second Lieutenant Edward P. Turner, 
10th Cavalry, having received an order from his superior officer and 
company commander, Captain A. S. B. Keyes, 10th Cavalry-in the 
execution of his office-to answer the communication referred to in 
the first specification to this charge within fifteen minutes, did refuse 
and fail to comply therewith. This at Fort Concho, lexas, on the 
25th day of September, 1675.” 

Charge IV_“Conduct prejudicial to good order and military disci- 

^Specification 1st—‘‘In this, that he, Second Lieutenant Edward P. Turner, 
10th Cavalry, having received an order from his company commander. 
Captain A *8. B. Keyes, commanding Co. D, 10th Cavalry, to an¬ 
swer a certain communication within fifteen minutes, and having 
been notified by his said company commander that the orderly bring¬ 
ing the order would await an answer, did tell the said orderly, an en¬ 
listed man of Co. D, 10th Cavalry, acting under the direction of his- 
the said Lieutenant Turaer’s-company commander, that he, the said 
orderly, need not wait there either fifteen minutes or two hours; that 
he (Lieutenant Turner) did not want him coming there, or words to 
that effect. This at Fort Concho, Texas, on the 25th September, 1875 
Specification 2nd —‘ ‘In that he, Second Lieutenant Edward P. Turner 10h 
Cavalrv, having been notified by his company commander, Captain 
A S i? Keyes, 10th Cavalry, that afternoon stables would take 
place at half past four, supper immediately after, and a regimental 
parade immediately after supper, and especially enjoined not to be 
late, did at once, without permission and withoutnotifying his com¬ 
pany commander, leave the post and absent himself from said pa- 
rade-he not being prevented by sickness or other evident necessity. 
This at Fort Concho, Texas, on or about the 1st day of July, 187-».,, 
To which charges and specifications the accused pleaded “Not Guilty. 





The cou 
accused: 


t, having n 


evidence adduced, finds the 


Of the lirst cttrge and its specifications, 

Of the first specification, second charge, 

Of the second specification, second charge, 

Of the third specification, second charge, 

Of the second charge, 

Of the first specification, third charge, 

Of the second specification, third charge, ‘ 
but, under the circumstances, attaches m 
Of the third charge, 

Of the first specification, fourth charge, 

Of the second specification, fourth charge, “Guilty, except t 
‘ at once,’ and of the excepted words, not guilty .” 

Of the fourth charge, ‘ ‘ Guilty. ’ ’ 

Sentence. 

And the court does therefore sentence him, Second Lieutenant E. P. 
Turner, loth Cavalry, “To be suspended from rank and command for the 
period of one (1) month, and to forfeit his pay for the same period, with 
the exception of fifty (50) dollars, and to be reprimanded in orders by the 
Department Commander.’’ 


“Not Guilty.” 

“Guilty.” 

‘ ‘Not Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 
“Guilty.” 

‘ ‘Guilty of the facts as stated, 
criminality thereto. ’ ’ 

“Guilty.” 

' ‘Not Guilty. ” 
words 


II. The proceedings, findings, and sentence, in the foregoing case are ap¬ 
proved, and the sentence will be duly executed. 

If Lieutenant Turner has not lost his sense of duty, and can appreciate 
the military proverb that “ to be fit to command one must learn to obey, ’ ’ 
he will profit by the sentence in his case, and will not considerit, as others 
may, entirely too light for the offence. Had an enlisted man been con¬ 
victed of the offences of which he has been found guilty, at least six months 
pay would have been forfeited and a corresponding confinement at hard 
labor inflicted. The court, therefore, must have considered the reprimand 
as a punishment equivalent in its moral effect to a period of five months 
confinement and loss of pay in the case of an enlisted man. 

The Commanding General cannot measure the capacity of Lieutenant 
Turner’s nature to appreciate the force of words; he therefore expects him 
to take to himself just the amount of reprim md necessary for the moral 
effect which the court martial wished to produce, and believes him capable 
of doing this, and of profiting by his sentence. 


HI. The General Court Martial instituted per paragraph I, Special Or¬ 
ders No. 240, series of 1875, from these Headquarters, and of which Colonel 
H. B. Glitz, 10th Infantry, is President, is hereby dissolved. 

By command of Brigadier General Ord: 

J. H. TAYLOR, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 

Official: 


Aide-de-Camp. 
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